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LONDON, MARCH 3, 1888. 


CURRENT TOPICS. 


Tue Trust Companies Bill, which was down for second reading 
in the House of Lords on Tuesday, was “‘ postponed.” 





Tue meetine of the Associated Provincial Law Societies, at 
which the Land Transfer Bill will be discussed, is fixed for the 
13th inst. at the Law Institution. 





Tue nuLE made by the judges of the Court of Appeal respect- 
ing appeals which the parties consent shall be postponed is, we 
understand, being rather actively resorted to at present, many of 
the cases which are in the list of Court of Appeal No. I. being 
removed from the list on account of the absence of counsel on 
circuit. 





Ir 1s unpEreToop that a transfer of actions to Mr. Justice 
Kexewicu will shortly take place, although there is a desire to 
defer it until the latest possible moment. We have frequently 
taken occasion to remark on the inconvenience caused by such a 
delay ; the longer the notice that can be given of a transfer of 
actions the better it is for both suitors and members of the pro- 
fession, and an early publication does not in any way inconvenience 
the judges. 





Just BEFORE the last Long Vacation, the members of the 
Court of Appeal No. 1 sat as a divisional court, and decided 
certain cases, one of which is now to come before them as a Court 
of Appeal. Of course, the individual appeal judges who gave this 
decision would not hear an appeal from their own judgment, and 
it is understood that the appellant and the respondent have been 
invited to say whether they will accept a formal dismissal of their 
appeal, so as to be put in a position to go to the House of Lords, 
but this the parties have declined, preferring to have the appeal 
argued. Having regard to the embarrassment caused in the 
case referred to by the appeal judges sitting as a divisional court, 
it may be important for them to consider in the future whether 
such a course does not involve as much inconvenience as it is 
supposed to save. 





Tue yew Epition cf the Land Tranefer Bill was issued on 
Wednerday, and we notice elsewhere the leading alterations which 
have been made. It will be observed that, while the Act of 1875 
has been incorporated and recast, both in form and substance, with 
reference to the Conveyancing and Settled Land Acts, the pro- 
visions of last year’s Bill with regard to the details of registration 





have been very little altered. Clauses 2 and 3 of the Bill, oi 
to compulsory registration, have, however, been recast 
strengthened. As clause 3 now stands, it provides that, after an order 
for compulsory registration has been made :— 


“* (a.) A person capable of 
shall not, until he has been as owner of the land, be capable, 
it executed after the 


by any conveyance on sale, or settlement 
poem tyre phe can oe fh any freehold estate in possession in 
any eq’ right in respect thereof. ().) A 
which no person of is- 


as owner of such land 


and purporting person (i.) 

sion ; or (ii.) a term of of which more than twen' 

unexpired at the date of conveyance ; or (iii.) a freeho 

shall not, unless it is a conveyance by way of m only 

that person 4 right over the land except the right to be registered as 
owner, but on his registration his estate in the land shall date from the 
time at which it would, but for this section, have commenced. (c.) A 
person other than a Se under the will or on the intes- 
tacy of any person dying the specified day (i.) to a freehold e+tata 
in possession in any such land ; or (ii.) to a term of years in any such lani 
of which more than twenty-one years are unexpired at the date of the suc- 
cession ; or (iii.) to a freehold rent-charge on any such land, shall not, 
until he has ae registered as owner, have any right over the 


land, 
except the right of registered as owner, but on his tration his 
estate in feend shall Sate from the time at which it would, but for this 
section, have commenced.’’ 


It will be observed that the clause retains the system of double 
registration by the grantor as well as the grantee, and that, 
in the case of a m capable of being registered as owner, even 
the operation of an unregistered conveyance as a contract has 
vanished. We remain of the opinion we repeatedly expressed 
last year—that the efforts of solicitors will be most wisely and 
effectually directed against this clause, either towards securing its 
excision or postponement. If rumour is to be trusted, it is not 
impossible that an energetic effort in this direction may be suc- 
cessful. There is also one other leading point to be urged. The 
rules, upon which the practical working of the measure depends, 
must be scheduled to the Bill. As matters stand now, the Saale. 
lature and the profession are left in the dark as to not the least 
important part of the scheme. 





A question or considerable importance with regard to the juris- 
diction of the court in relation to the costs of executors was raised 
before Court of Appeal No. 2 on Wednesday in a case of Re Walters. 
A contingent legacy to an infant was paid into court hy the 
executors of the testator under the Legacy Duty Act (36 Geo. 3, 
c. 52). A summons was taken out by the guardian of the infant, 
asking that the income of the fund might be paid to him until the 
infant should attain twenty-one. An originating summons was 
issued by the next of kin of the testator, claiming the income 
during the minority of the infant, on the ground that it was un- 
disposed of by the will. The two summonses were heard together 
by Mr. Justice Kay in chambers, when he decided that the income, 
until the infant should attain twenty-one, was undisposed of, and 
that the next of kin was entitled to it. The executors’ solicitor 
asked that their costs might be allowed out of the income. Mr. 
Justice Kay asked what the costs would amount to. The solicitor 
replied that he did not know, as his bill was not yet made out, 
but that he thought the costs would not be less than five or six 
guineas. Mr. Justice Kay said that he should not allow anything 
like that sum. The matter afterwards came before the chief clerk, 
and the solicitor’s bill, which had then been made out, was shewn 
to him. It amounted to about £13. The Chief Clerk did not 
attempt to tax it, but, acting on what Mr. Justice Kay had said, 
he allowed the sum of £3 3s. The matter was again re- 
ferred to the judge, who confirmed the order of the Chief 
Clerk. The executors moved in court to di the 
order, and Mr. Justice Kay dismissed the motion. He 
expressed an opinion that R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 65, r. 23, 
applied to the case. That rule provides that, ‘“ upon interlocutory 
applications, where the court or a judge shall think fit to award 
costs to any party, the court or judge may, by the order, direct 
payment of a sum in gross in lieu of taxed costs, and direct by 
and to whom such sum in gross shall be paid.” On the appeal it 
was urged that this rule did not apply, and that the application 
was in no sense an “interlocutory” one ; that by rule 1 the costs 
of an executor were not in the discretion of the ae 

i 
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the executors’ solicitor was, by rule 8, entitled to charge according 
to the scale of fees annexed to the rules, subject to taxation in the 
ordinary way ; ond that an executor who had not been guilty of 
any misconduct ought not to be left to pay a part of his solicitor’s 
costs out of his own pocket. The Court of Appeal were inclined 
to take the view that the costs had been, to a considerable extent, 
caused by a blunder of the executors in paying in the legacy to 
the absolute account of the infant instead of to a contingent 
account, which blunder had rendered a second summons necessary, 
and that the executors could not be entitled to any costs occa- 
sioned by their own blunder. Ultimately the parties compromised 
the matter, and the court did not deliver any judgment. But the 
case affords a fresh illustration of the tendency of one (at least) of 
the judges of the Chancery Division to deal harshly with solici- 
tors in every question relating to costs. 





WE reczet to learn that we have infringed the rights of ‘‘ the 
true and first inventor” of a brilliant idea. We ascribed the 
establishment of the register of properties at the Law Institu- 
tion to the letter suggesting it which we printed on the 21st 
of January last. We called attention to this letter at the time 
of its publication, and in the following week we received 
an intimation from the honorary secretary of the new City of 
London Law Library, that to some extent the suggestion had been 
already embodied in the prospectus of that institution. But from 
the 21st of January down to the appearance of the advertisement 
of the scheme on the 23rd of February, not a word reached us 
from the Incorporated Law Society to the effect that any project 
relating to a register was in hand, or had been in hand before our 
correspondent's letter appeared. There were also certain other 
reasons, into which it is not necessary to enter, for supposing that 
the scheme might be due to the letter. And, lastly, we imagined 
thet a proposal for the establishment of a simple register of prop- 
erties could not have taken more than a month to work out. It 
is obvious, however, that we were hasty in basing a conclusion on 
the last of these grounds. We ought to have remembered that, 
when a little stranger in the shape of a new idea arrives in the 
council room, it has to be looked at a long time before it can be 
adopted. We desire, therefore, that it should be clearly under- 
stood that the establishment of a registry at the Law Institu- 
tion was “really determined on” before our correspondent’s letter. 
Having, we hope, set this important matter right, we may proceed 
to observe that the registry was opened on Thursday, and that 
the arrangements, so far as they go, appear to be convenient and 
sensible. If you want to place any property on the register you 
pay your 5s. or 10s. fee at the office and obtain a receipt forit. You 
then proceed to the registry room on the second floor, hand in 
your copy entry to a courteous and efficient registrar, and if 
It is in proper form the entry is made, the receipt is cancelled, 
and the copy entry returned. The forms of register pro- 
vided seem, so far as we can learn, to be well devised—for 
instance, if a searcher wants to know where money can 
be had on mortgage, he has only to run his eye down a 
column devoted to the amounts offered until he reaches the 
amount he wants; he then finds the names of the solicitors con- 
cerned, and a general description of the nature of the property 
offered as security. Printed regulations are issued to guide 
persons in making entries and searches, from which we learn 
that, ‘‘ entries will be made in the register of clerkships wanted 
on the written request of any person containing the neces- 
sary particulars.” 


the ordeal, and she and her bag have earned a place in legal 
history. Her career, indeed, has not been an unchequered success; 
the adverse opinion of one judge turned the decision of the 
' Divisional Court against her, and she has found an enemy both in 
the Court of Appeal and in the House of Lords. But these are 
small matters compared to the substantial victory she has won. 
The point in dispute may be stated very shortly. A passenger 
arrives at a station before the train is timed to start, and, indeed, 
before it has been drawn up to the platform, but the time he 
allows himself is not unreasonably long. He intrusts his hand 
luggage to a porter, with an intimation that he will have it in the 
train with him. He then goes off upon other business, not neces- 
sarily connected with hisjourney. Is the company liable for the loss 
of the luggage? The answer now must be in the affirmative. 
When we last commented upon the matter (30 Sotterrors’ 
Journat, 395) we pointed out that the true test was, not for what 
purpose was the passenger absent, but was the luggage given to the 
porter for the purpose of suspending the journey, or of commenc- 
ing or continuing it ? This isthe view which has now been adopted 
by the House of Lords, and it is settled that the intention of the 
passenger has to be considered and not the reason for which he 
absents himself. The decision is also based, indeed, upon the 
practice of the company to receive luggage upon the arrival of a 
passenger and to take charge of it until it is placed in the train, 
this practice having been found by the county court judge; but it 
seems unlikely that the company will, by any modification of it, 
be able to restrict their liability more effectually than they have 
done by their notices in the past. The material point is, that, so 
long apparently as the companies have porters to receive luggage 
and convey it to the train, so long must they be held liable for it 
during the whole course of this transit, and the transit is not in- 
terfered with by any delay that may arise before it reaches the 
train. Once there, indeed, a new set of cases will be found to 
govern the matter, and according to Bergheim v. Great Hastern 
Railway Oo. in the Court of Appeal (3 C. P. D. 221) the company 
is not responsible except for negligence—that is, the duty of guard- 
ing it is thrown entirely on the passenger. In the case we are 
discussing, however, the Lord Chancellor threw doubt upon this 
doctrine, and considered that the liability of the company still 
continued, although modified by the duty of the passenger not to 
facilitate a loss by his own negligence. Lord Brawwett, follow- 
ing Lopes, L.J., in the Court of Appeal, argued strongly on the 
other side, and held that in expecting safe custody from a porter 
during the whole time of waiting, the passenger attempts a burden 
on the company’s servant which he has no right toimpose. The 
companies will doubtless think there is much weight in this con- 
sideration. It found, however, no other supporter in the House of 
Lords, and whichever way the balance of convenience may be 
thought to incline, there is no doubt now that passengers may 
leave the companies to look after their parcels for them. It may 
be predicted, however, that most pecple will still think they are 
themselves the best guardians of their own treasures. 





THE PRorRacTeD preliminary inquiry at the Westminster Police 
Court into the charge of assault preferred by Lord Howaxzp pe 
Watpen against Major Burrowes led to a discussion as to an 
important question of evidence—namely, the right to put leading 
questions in cross-examination. The prosecuting solicitor took an 
objection to the form of certain questions put during cross-examin- 
ation by the counsel for the defence, and the magistrate is reported 


The advertisement issued by the council | to have ruled that no questions could be put by the latter in a 


restricted the “ privilege of making entries in the registers”’ to leading form. The correctness of this ruling would involve a great 
members of the society.” We ventured last week to suggest | innovation in procedure by removing a distinction which has long 
the exception of clerks wanting situations, and it now appears that | been generally recognized, and which is thus broadly stated by 


“any person containing the necessary particulars” may request the 
entry. We desire to explain that this happy amendment is due 
to the unaided efforts of the council. 





Mr. Justice Srermen in his “ Digest of the Law of Evidence” 
(Art. 138) :—“ Questions suggesting the answer which the person 
putting the question wishes or expects to receive, or suggesting 
disputing facts as to which the wituess is to testify, must not, if 
objected to by the opposite party, be asked in an examination in 


Tue peciston of the House of Lords in Bunch v. Great Western | chief or a re-examination, except with the permission of the court, 
Railway Co. has closed an amusing, though important, controversy. | but such questions may be asked in cross-examination.” So, in 


At is not everyone who dares to embark upon litigation with a 
wealthy opponent, knowing that the House of Lords and possible 


“Best cn Evidence” (7th edition), p. 576, the rule is stated to be 
“that, on material points, a party must not lead his own witness, 


bankruptey loom dimly at the end of the long series of appeals. Mrs. | but may lead those of his adversary ; in other words, that leading 








Boncu is to be congratulated that she has come triumphant out of questions are allowed in cross-examination, but not in examination 
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in chief.”” On another page (p. 578), the author, after pointing 
out the circumstances under which the court will allow leading 
questions to be put during the examination in chief, adds: “It 
would seem that, for the same reason, if the witness shews a strong 
bias in favour of the cross-examining party, the right of leading 
questions ought to be restrained.” This suggestion, however, 
seems to be inconsistent with the dictwm of Mr. Baron AtprErson in 
Parker v. Moon (7 C. & P. 408), that “‘you may put a leading 

uestion to an unwilling witness on the examination in chief at the 
discretion of the judge, but you may always put a leading ques- 
tion in cross-examination, whether a witness be unwilling or not.” 





Mr. Justice Kay’s strictures in Allerton v.2Cunnington, on 
Saturday last, on the impropriety of a suitor’s writing letters to 
the judge who has the case before him, are not in the least too 
strong, nor in any way uncalled for. The experience of this 
learned judge is similar to that of most other judges, and to that 
of most of the higher officials of the courts. Letters to judges 
are generally written with a view to prejudice the case 
of the other side in favour of the writer, and to lay before the 
judge statements which should, in the ordinary course, be proved in 
evidence. On the other hand, letters to officials are generally sent 
for the purpose of asking information which it is no part of their 
duty to afford, even if they were in a position to do so. Here isa 
specimen :—‘‘ Sir—My grandmother, whose name was AMELIA 
Jones, died in the year 1794, and I am herheir. I know that 
she left a large property, which I am informed is in Chancery. 
Will you let me know where it is, and what is its amount?” 
Quite au interesting budget of such letters could be compiled if 
the officials who receive them would consent to their publication. 
The only answer to such letters is a suggestion that a solicitor 
should be employed. Letters to the judges are often not read, 
except by the judge’s clerk, and are rarely heard of unless, as in 
the recent case, they so rouse the indignation of the judge as to 
incite him to mention them in court. 








THE AMENDED LAND TRANSFER BILL. 


On the 23rd ult. a Bill intituled (like its predecessor of 1875) 
“An Act to simplify Titles and facilitate the Transfer of Land in 
England ”’ was introduced, without a speech, by the Lord Chan- 
cellor. It contains 109 sections and a schedule—56 pages of 
print in all—and consists of a repeal and re-enactment of the 
Land Transfer Act of 1875, with the additions and modifications 
contained in the Bill of last session, including the alterations in 
the law of real property, and with a very considerable number of 
further alterations in the detail both of its form and substance. 
That the Bill is a consolidating, instead of an smending, measure 
is by far its most important feature as compared with the Bill of 
last year, and as to the desirableness of this change there cannot 
possibly be two opinions expressed. 

A short general survey of the Bill, drawing attention to its 
more noteworthy points, will serve as the best introduction to the 
further study of its details which we intend to present to our 
readers from time to time as the session advances. 

For the term “‘ proprietor,” introduced by the Act of 1875, the 
Bill substitutes ‘‘ owner ’—a word savouring less of foreign juris- 
prudence, and adopted frequently in recent statutes; it also has 
the advantage of having a corresponding verb ‘‘to own,” and a 
noun ‘‘ownership,” which save much periphrasis. One other ex- 
pression of frequent recurrence introduced by the Bill is the word 
“burden,” which includes every description of incumbrance, 
liability, or adverse right, whether registrable or not, operating in 
joa of the powers and privileges of the registered owner of 
and. 

Two sorts of ownership are recognized—the full owner and the 
limited owner (clause 5). This is a consequence of the Settled 
Land Act: the first is the tenant in fee simple, the second is the 
now scarcely less important legal character, the person having the 
powers of tenant for life. under the Settled Land Act. The Bill 
admits but slight differences in their powers of making registered 
dispositions of the land; they may both sell and charge, with the 


moneys paid are to be paid either to the registered trustees of the 
a or into court. m 

ith respect to compulsory registration, the Bill throws down 
the gauntlet boldly in ie 2. After providing for the gradual 
formation of districts, and the application to them of compulsory 
registration from time to time by Order in Council (as in last year’s 
Bill), it provides (in effect) that where compulsion is applied no 
person capable of being as a landowner shall be capable 
of creating any legal estate or equitable right until he has himself 
been registered. This clause is worded quite differently to the 
corresponding clause of last year’s Bill, and applies with equal 
force to the owner whose land has never been registered and the 
owner of already registered land under a registered disposition, 
thus rendering a separate provision (clause 9 in last year’s Bill) 
for the latter purpose unnecessary. 

The amount of examination or evidence required for an absolute, 
qualified, or possessory title is left entirely to the rules. Thus, 
until these rules appear, it is obvious that the public must remain 
very much in the dark on a point of vital interest. For, should it 
be found on the one hand that an absolute title is to be obtainable 
on terms not very different to those usually held satisfactory by 
purchasers on sales, the reception by the public of the system pro- 
posed would be very different from that it would meet with if (to 
go to the opposite pole) the arrangements for registering eigpevd 
title were found to be complicated or troublesome, in which case 
the influence of landowners—and especially of small landowners— 
would be ranged against the Bill. 

Transfers, transmissions, and charges occupy the next ten clauses 
(10 to 17). These provisions have received many amendments in 
detail, which will be observed upon later, but are in their chief 
features the same as before. 

We observe that no power to grant leases is given to the regie- 
tered owner as such—not even where his title is absolute. No 
doubt lessees are very easily satisfied as to their lessor’s title, but 
still, it seems as if an opportunity for a very distinct improvement 
in this respect was being thrown away by the omission to include 
among the powers of a registered owner the right to grant leases 
and to give a good receipt for rent. This latter power would be 
specially welcome to tenants in case of adverse claims to the rever- 
sion, and no injustice would be done to the new claimant, who 
could move to have the register rectified at any moment. . 

In respect of incumbrances and burdens, the Bill is a great im- 
provement on all previous measures. The hand of a learned and 
skilled conveyancer is clearly apparent in the clauses (¢.g., 19 and 
20) dealing with these subjects. Burdens are divided into two 
classes, one requiring registration in order to affect registered land, 
the other not requiring registration, though in some instances 
admissible to the register if desired; slso a note may be made 
declaring that land is exempt from any of these latter where such 
is proved to be the case. The list of burdens requiring registra- 
tration (clause 19) includes incumbrances subsisting at first regis- 
tration, charges, and powers to charge, leases, Jis pendens, 
judgments, and conditions relating to the use or enjoyment of 

nd. The burdens that do not require registration are all (clause 
20) either small matters or matters of notoriety. 

Mines and minerals are then dealt with (clause 21), and other 
minor matters. Clause 25 re-enacts section 21 of the Act of 
1875, ‘‘ No acquisition of title by adverse possession,” a rule upon 
which we have already made repeated comment. —_ 

Provisions for applying the principles of registration to lease- 
holds, mines and minerals, and incorporeal hereditaments, and any 
other rights that may be prescribed by rules, bring Part I. of the 
Bill to a close. 

Part II., “Confirmation of Title and Boundaries,” is taken 
almost verbatim from the Bill of last year, except that express 
power is now given (which would always, in our belief, have 
held to be implied) for. persons already registered with possessory 
or qualified title to apply to be promoted to qualified or absolute 
titles, according to the evidence adduced. ; - 

Inserted in this part (clause 34) is a very important provision 
(which our readers may remember was suggested by a correspond- 
ent in these columns some weeks ago), aiming at tho creation of 
absolute titles on sales at no cost to the purchaser. It provides, 

in effect, that where any person is registered with possessory tit] 





proviso (clause 9 (3) ) that in the case of the limited owner all 





e 
he may sell with absolute title if the purchase- be paid into 
court, to be paid out to hin on proving his title. ‘This provision 
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will be popular enough with purchasers, but as the option of 
using it lies with the vendor, its extended operation in practice 
will {as we pointed out ante, p. 215) depend entirely upon whether, 
when the purchase-money has been paid into court, it is found a 
fairly easy matter to get it out again. 

The provisions as to the insurance fund and the rectification of 
mistakes (clauses 50, 51, 53) remain as in last year’s Bill. 

Succession duty has been made the subject of a very elaborate 
clause (68), of which the gist is, that land is not to be liable to it 
unless it be definitely assessed and registered as a burden; the 
eommissioners having, however, six months’ grace wherein they 
may maintain notice of it as a claim merely against the estate. 

Parts IV. and V.—‘‘ Amendments of the Law of Real Property ” 
and ‘‘The Registering Authority ’—are substantially the same as 
in last year’s Bill. So also is Part VI., ‘‘ Supplemental,” and the 
schedule as to the insurance scheme. 








SALE BY A TENANT FOR LIFE UNDER THE 
SETTLED LAND ACT, 1882. 


II.—Restricrions on tHe Power oF A TENANT FOR Lire To SE tt. 


Having now considered who are the persons entitled, as being 
tenants for life, to sell settled land, we proceed to state the re- 
strictions which have been imposed on their otherwise absolute 
power of sale. 

Sales to be made for best price.—In the first place, every sale 
must be made at the best price that can reasonably be obtained 
(section 4 (1) ); but a purchaser dealing in good faith is protected 
by section 54, though if there was any absence of good faith, the 
title would be bad if a higher price might have been got: Cardi- 
gan v. Curzon Howe (30 Ch. D. 540). A purchaser is always to 
be taken to have been dealing bond fide until the contrary is 
proved. 

Sale of mansion.—In the case of a sale of the principal 
mansion-house on any settled land, and the demesnes or lands 
usually occupied with it, the consent of the trustees or the leave 
of the court is necessary (section 15). On this section it is to be 
observed that there may be considerable doubt in some cases as to 
what is the principal mansion-house. For instance, if a number 
of estates are settled together, and there is a mansion-house on 
each, is each house to be considered as « ‘‘ principal mansion- 
house”? Probably such is the case. And, again, there may 
often be a difficulty as to what is meant by ‘‘the demesnes 
thereof.”” This, however, is certain, that, if the trustees or 
the court consent, the mansion-house may be sold against 
the evident wish of the settlor: Re Brown’s Will (27 Ch. D. 
179); but before giving its consent the court must be ap- 
piised of all the facts of the case, and it is not enough merely 
to shew that the land proposed to be sold will sell better with the 
mansica-house than it will without it: Re Sebright's Settled 
Estates (35 W. R. 49, 33 Ch. D. 429). Moreover, if the mansion 
contains heirlooms, when it is sold they must be sold also, or some 
provision must be made for their disposal: Re Brown’s Will (ubi 
supra) 

Timber.—Timber cannot be sold without the consent of the 
court or of the trustees if the tenant for life is impeachable for 
waste (section 35). 

Heirlooms.—The sale of heirlooms is even further restricted, for 
an order of the court is in all cases necessary before they can be 
disposed of (section 37). It is to be noticed that this section applies 
to heirlooms settled to descend, so far as possible, with a title of 
honour, such as a baronetcy or earldom; for such titles, being 
incorporeal hereditaments, are ‘‘ land” within the meaning of the 
Act: see Sir J. Rivett-Carnac’s Will (33 W. R. 837, 30 Ch. D. 
136), Re Karl of Aylesford’s Settled HKstates (34 W. R. 410, 32 
Ch. D. 162). 

Incumbered Estates.—A tenant for life, who has assigned or 
charged his interest, cannot sell without the consent of the assignee 
or incumbrancers (section 50 (3)and (4) ): Re Sebright’s Settled 
Estates (35 W. R. 49, 33 Ch. D. 429). Probably all that is 
meant is that he cannot mako a good title against the assignee or 
incumbrancers without their consent, which, however, would 
only be necessary if the sale was likely in any way to 
operate to their prejudice. The meaning is not made quite 




















Mar. 2, 1888. 








clear by the wording of the section, but it can hardly be 
intended that, supposing a life tenant of a large estate has 
incumbered his interest to a very small extent, he should be 
unable to sell even a small part of the estate without the consent of 
the incumbrancers, who might have ample security left, and be in 
no way wy by the sale. On the hearing of Re Sebright 
before North, J., the question was raised, though not decided, 
whether a tenant for life, who had incumbered his life estate up to 
the hilt, could sell at all. North, J., came to the conclusion that 
he could do so, although practically he would be selling only the 
reversion, and on that ground he expressed a further opinion that 
all the money to arise from the sale must be held by the trustees 
for the benefit of the remaindermen. We fail to see the reason for 
this dictum, for in an ordinary case, if the tenant for life sells, he 
is entitled to the whole of the increased income which may be 
derived from the purchase-money, and surely there being charges 
on the life estate which have exhausted all the rents, but which 
may not exhaust all the income to be derived from the investment 
of the purchase-money, ought to make no difference, but the tenant 
for life should get the surplus. 

The tenant for life is a trustee for all parties interested (section 
53); but this in no way prevents him from exercising his power of 
sale in a fair and proper manner. 

Settlement by way of trust for sale-—When the settlement is 
by way of trust for sale, the power of sale is not to be exercised 
without the leave of the court (Settled Land Act, 1884, s. 7); 
and a tenant for life desiring to sell must make out a proper case 
to induce the court to sanction a sale: Re Houghton’s Estate (33 
W. R. 869, 30 Ch. D. 102). The case of Ae Hale and Clark 
(34 W. R. 624), which has been decided since the Act of 1884 
came into operation, is difficult to understand. There the land 
was apparently settled by way of trust for sale, the rents, in the 
meantime, to be paid to the sons of the settlor, whose life interests 
were the sabjects of the trust for sale; and there was a covenant 
by these persons that they would not take the land in specie. It 
was decided, apparently ignoring the Act of 1884 altogether, 
that, assuming the covenant not to put an end to the trust by 
taking the land in specie to be valid, still, as the sons could bid 
at any sale the trustees might make, they ought to be treated as 
if they had purchased the life estates, in which case they would 
be tenants for life under the Act. If this principle were to be 
fully carried out, it might be applied in the case of every trust 
for sale, and it seems to us that the Act of 1884 would so far be 
endered nugatory. 








THE BARALONG MARRIAGE CASE, 


THE case of Re Bethell, Bethell v. Hildyard (ante, p. 257), in which 
Mr. Justice Stirling recently delivered judgment, raised several ques- 
tions of the highest importance. We propose in this article to dis- 
cuss shortly the deductions which may be drawn from that decision. 

The facts of the case may he briefly stated thus. Christopher 
Bethell left England for the Cape of Good Hope in the year 1878 ; in 
October, 1883, while still retaining his English domicil, he went 
through the form of marriage with Teepoo, a Baralong girl, accord- 
ing to the ceremonies or customs of the Baralong tribe, among whom 
he was then residing. He was killed in July, 1884, in an encounter 
with the Boers. He had issue by Teepoo one child, which was borna 
few days after his death. At the time of his death he was entitled, 
under his father’s will, to the income of certain real estate in York- 
shire, with limitations in favour of his child or children, if any. 
The question raised in the case was whether the child of the union 
between Christopher Bethell and Teepoo was entitled to the property 
as the child of Christopher Bethell, or, in other words, whether there 
was any valid marriage between them, the Baralongs being a tribe 
whose customs recognized polygamy. 

It may be useful to state at the outset that, as regards the 
requisite form or ceremony with which the parties must comply in 
order to constitute a valid marriage, it is well settled that the /ex 
loci contractus prevails—that is to say, itis only necessary that the 
marriage should be contracted in the form recognized as valid by 
the law of the country where the marriage takes place. ‘‘The law 
of a country where a marriage is solemnized must alone decide all 
questions relating to the validity of the ceremony by which the 
marriage is alleged tohave beenconstituted” : Sottomayor v. De Barros 
(3 P. D.1). But this principle only applies to ‘‘ marriage” in the sense 
in which that term is used and recognized in Christian countries, 
meaning thereby ‘‘the voluntary union for life of one man and one 
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woman to the exclusion of all others.” The principle, therefore, re- 
lating to the form and ceremony of marriage assumes that it is 
‘“‘ magriage” (as above defined) which is being contracted, and it 
enunciates the form in which it may take place. This appears to us 
to be founded on good sense. Of course, where parties go through 
a form or ceremony in a country where that form or ceremony is used 
for contracting ‘‘ marriage” (as above defined), it is clear that 
“ marriage’ must be the subject-matter of their contract ; but where, 
on the other hand, the form or ceremony is one which is ordinarily 
used for contracting a different kind of relation altogether —- namely, 
a polygamous union or a union admitting of polygamy — the inference 
could not fairly arise from the mere ceremony itself that any other 
contract or relationship was intended than that which the ceremony 
usually accompanied. At any rate this would appear to be so where 
one of the contracting parties was a native of the country in which 
polygamy prevailed. 

In the case under discussion, Mr. Justice Stirling decided that 
there was no “‘ marriage ”’ (as above defined). The principle on which 
the learned judge based his judgment is thus stated by him; after 
referring to the judgments in Warrender v. Warrender (2 Cl. & F. 
488) and Hyde v. Hyde (1 P. & D. 130) he says:—‘I con- 
ceive that, having regard to those authorities, I am bound to hold 
that a union formed between a man and a woman in a forei 
country, although it may there bear the name of a marriage, and the 
parties to it may there be designated husband and wife, is not a valid 
marriage according to the law of England, unless it is formed on 
the same basis as marriages throughout Christendom, and be in its 
essence ‘the voluntary union for life of one man and one woman to 
the exclusion of all others.’” The learned judge then proceeded to 
examine the evidence in the case, and upon that he came to the con- 
clusion that the union which Christopher Bethell contracted and 
intended to contract was a marriage as known among the Baralongs, 
and not a ‘‘ marriage”’ as above defined. 

The evidence which the learned judge examined was partly 
negative evidence, being ‘‘an absence of that reputation of marriage 
(in the Christian sense) which has in many cases afforded weighty 
evidence of the actual existence of such a union,” and partly positive 
evidence from which Mr. Bethell’s real intentions might be gathered. 

From the view which the learned judge took of the case, one result, 
at any rate, appears reasonably clear, if any doubt can be said to have 
hitherto existed on the point — namely, that a domiciled Englishman 
does not contract a ‘‘ marriage,” as known to the English law, by 
merely going through the form or ceremony of a so-called marriage 
with the native of a country where polygamy prevails. The opposite 
view would have produced the result of imputing a contract which 
the parties, or, at any rate, one of them, might never have intended or 
even contemplated. The fact, however, that the learned judge 
examined the evidence and expressed a readiness to have listened to 
further evidence if such could have been adduced, seems to shew that, 
in his view at any rate, a “‘ marriage’ might be constituted in such a 
case, but that theonus of proving ‘‘ marriage ” would rest on the person 
alleging marriage ; that it is possible for an Englishman to make a 
valid marriage in a polygamous country with a native of that country, 
if he really intends a ‘‘ marriage,” but that there must be something 
beyond the mere evidence of the ‘‘ ceremony” in order to support 


it, 

Such, therefore, seems to be the law deducible from the Baralong 
marriage case, and it accords with the view ap tly suggested by 
Lord Brougham in Warrender v. Warrender. He there says (2 Cl. & 
F., at p. 531):—‘‘Tf, indeed, there go two things under one and the 
same name in different countries—if that which is called marriage is 
of a different nature in each—there may be some room for holdi 
that we are to consider the thing to which the parties have boun 
themselves, according to its legal acceptance in the country where 
the obligation was contracted.” This was the view, we conceive, 
taken by Mr. Justice Stirling, who considered that it was open to 
him to hold (as he, in fact, did hold) that the thing to which the 
— had bound themselves was a ong marriage only. No 


.doubt there will be some who contend that the law relating to 


marriage is to be regulated from the point of view of public policy, 
and that it must in all cases be presumed against a domiciled 
Englishman that the thing which he intended was ‘ iage” in the 
Christian sense, and that no evidence from him should be admissible 
to rebut such a presumption. It is, of course, true that grounds of 
public policy prevent ‘‘ marriage” being regulated by mere 
principles of contract; at the same time the effect of presuming 
“marriage” in such # case as that suggested, especially where the 
presumption could not be raised against the other contracting 
party, might, we think, lead to results which—likewise from the view 
of public policy—should be avoided. 








Lord Bramwell’s Evidence Bill, which was taken up by the Government 
last year, is introduced this vear in substantially the same form by the 
Attorney-General. 











REVIEWS. 
LAW LISTS. 
THE Law List, 1888. Stevens & Sons. 


We do not know that it is necessary to say more with reference to 
this complete and valuable publication than that it contains the 
usual features, but is brought down to an unususlly recent date be- 
fore publication. It contains, for instance, the names of the Queen’s 
Counsel appointed two or three weeks ago. It is singular that the 
changes effected in a year should cause so slight an increase in the 
bulk of the volume. The present issue, for instance, contains (apart 
from advertisements) 1,354 pages, as compared with 1,326 last year. 
The red colour of the edges of the pages containing the list of 
country certificates, which was a most useful alteration last year, is 
adopted in the present issue. 


THE INcORPORATED Law Socrety’s CALENDAR AND LAW DIRECTORY 
FOR THE YEAR 1888, Published by authority of the Council of 
the Incorporated Law Society, by Kelly & Sons. 


We are glad to observe that a strenuous effort has been made to 
increase the practical convenience and utility to the practitioner of 
this calendar. The information on subjects affecting the practitioner, 
and falling within the scope of a law list, is full and well arranged, 
and by means of an ingenious system of colouring the edges of 
the pages and printing them with various references, access to any 

rt of the book is rendered easy. There is a useful list of provincial 
aw societies at pp. 1228, 1229. We have detected no omissions 
or inaccuracies in the portions of the work we have referred to. 
We would suggest that in the next edition some means should be 
adopted of indicating the place at which country solicitors who 
have two or more addresses have their permanent offices. 





CORRESPONDENCE. 
THE TRUST COMPANIES BILL. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—I have read with much interest your article on Lord Hob- 
house’s Trust Companies Bill, and agree in the main with your com- 
ments thereon. 

The point to which I venture to think the Incorporated Law 
Society should more particularly direct its attention is the obtaining 
power to any executor or administrator to charge a commission on 
assets administered by him, instead of this being limited to a trust 
company as the Bill proposes. 

In some, if not most of our colonies, the executor or administrator 
is paid his commission as a matter of course, and it seems only fair 
that, if a company is permitted, as a matter of business and for 
profit, to act as executor or administrator, individuals should be 
allowed to do the same. Trust companies would then — 
supply a want, but there is no reason why they should be authori 
to do what a private individual may not do. 

The acting as trustee is a somewhat different matter, but in this 
case also I see no reason for any distinction between companies and 
individuals. 

The family solicitor’s clause is apparently intended to catch the 
eye, and, looked at from the solicitors’ point of view, is practically 
valueless, as I doubt if one will or settlement in one hundred con- 
tains a direction as to the solicitor who is to conduct the legal 
business. I have never myself seen, nor, except in the case you 
mention, even heard of such a provision, though I remember once 
being asked to insert it in a will in favour of myself, but I declined 
to do so. E. E. L, 

Feb. 25. 





THE LATE MR, OSBALDESTON. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. | 


Sir,—Your columns bore fitting witness last week to the wide 
regret with which the death of Mr. M. D. Osbaldeston would be 
received in the legal profession. I would ask your permission, 
failing a communication being made to you by some member of the 
profession having a better right to bear tribute to his memory than 
myself, to add a few words to the brief notice in your journal of this 
sad event. I ask this favour partly because I had the privilege of 
his intimate friendship for many years, and partly because I humbly 
think that his career is one which should not be lightly permitted to 
pass away from our view. , : 

He offered one of the most complete examples of sterling merit, 
coupled with an utter absence of self-assertion, that I have ever 
known. Not gifted with brilliant abilities, nor backed by _—_ 
influence, he nevertheless made his way to the front ranks of the pro- 
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fession by the pure force of indomitable industry and devotion to his 
work, transparent rectitude of character, and a kindness of disposi- 
tion which made for him friends in every direction, who are now 
deeply regretting his loss. 

I am very far indeed from saying that there are not to be found 
many such men among us still, but in these days in which the ele- 
ments of professional success are largely identified in many minds 
with sounding brass and vulgar self-advertisement, it is refreshing to 
contemplate the life of a man who made many friends and no enemies, 
whose advancement created no jealousy, and whose gentle and unsel- 
fich nature only served to bring into greater relief his most justly 
a legal attainments. E. F. T. 

eb. 27. 





THE REMUNERATION ORDER. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,— By rule 11, Part I., Schedule I., of General Order made in pur- 
suance of the Solicitors’ Remuneration Act, 1881, the scale does not 
apply in cases of sales under the Lands Clauses Consolidation Act or 
any other private or public Act under which the vendor’s charges are 
paid by the purchaser. 

Can a solicitor charge his client (the vendor) the scale charge, 
allowing for the amount received from the purchasers, they being 
charged on the old system ? 

If not, an injustice seems to be done to solicitors by their having to 
receive in cases of large sales to a company under the Lands Clauses 
Consolidation Act less remuneration than they would receive in case of 
a sale to a private purchaser. VENDOR’s SOLICITORS. 

e do not see how, under the rule, the scale can apply at all to 
such sales.— Ep. S. ./.] 


STAMP ON DISCLAIMER UNDER BANKRUPTCY ACT, 1869. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.} 

Sir,—Can you, or any of your readers, inform us whether any, and 
what, stamp is required upon a disclaimer of a lease by a trustee 
under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869 ? 

The disclaimer commences :—‘‘Take notice that I, the under- 
signed,” &c., and concludes with the date und attested signature. It 
is under hand merely. B. & W. 

London, Feb. 23. 

[We presume that our correspondents intend to refer to a dis- 
claimer of a lease under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869 [not 1883], 
by section 23 of which the lease is ‘‘to be deemed to have been sur- 
rendered” at the date of the disclaimer. Query, is a surrender 
stamp of 10s, necessary ?—Eb. S. J.] 


THE INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY’S REGISTER OF 
PROPERTIES, 
(To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 

Sir,—The institution of a registry office for sales, &c., of property, 
referred to in your issue of the 25th inst, is a step in the right 
direction, but why should not the Incorporated Law Society go a 
step further, by porianing monthly in the form of a circular a copy 
of the register of properties for sale, &c. This would be specially 
useful to the ‘‘ country cousins,” members of the Incorporated Law 
woaety, and a small charge might be made. RN 

eb. 25. 





*,” Letters to the editor for insertion in the current week’s number 
must reach the office on or before Thursday morning, 








In the House of Commons on Tuesday Mr. Powell-Williams asked the 
Home Secretary whether, since recent legislation reserved the punishment 
of flogging for offences attempted by violence, he would bring in a Bill to 
re the provisions of 7 & 8 Geo. 4, c. 28, under which William Roberts 
was recently sentenced at the Liverpool Assizes to thirty lashes. Mr. 
Matthews said : I have consulted the Lord Chancellor and the Lord Chief 
Justice, and they concur in the opinion that the section in question should 
= repealed. Steps will accordingly be taken by the Government to effect 

In the House of Commons on Tuesday Mr. E. Robertson asked the 
Attorney-General whether he would lay upon the table a return shewing 
what appeals to the House of Lords remained undecided, and giving the 
dates when they were heard. The Attorney-General said: There is not, 
in my opinion, _ a for the return asked for by the hon. and 
learned member. I may add that there are only five appeals waiting for 
judgment, and they were all heard since the Long Vacation. The only 
case heard before the Long Vacation has to be re-argued. 








CASES OF THE WEEK. 


COURT OF APPEAL. 


GUARDIANS OF HIGHWORTH AND SWINDON UNION =». 
GUARDIANS OF WESTBURY-ON-SEVERN UNION—No. 1, 
22nd February. 


Poor Law—Serriement By Restpence—Drvinep Partsues Act, 1876 (39 & 
Vicr. c. 61), ss. 34, 35. 


Appeal from the decision of a divisional court (Stephen and Charles, JJ.), 
The pauper, Eliza Wait, was the lawful daughter of Charles and Matilda 
Wait, and was born in the parish of Wanborough, in the Highworth 
Union, on the 27th of October, 1861, her father having been born in the 
same parish. In 1862 they all three left Wanborough and resided in the 
parish of Rhydgwern, in the Newport Union, till the 2nd of August, 1868, 
when Charles Wait died. In 1871 Matilda Wait married again, and in 
November, 1885, she and her husband and the pauper left Rhydgwern and 
went to reside in Adsett, in the Westbury-on-Severn Union, where, on the 
21st of September, 1886, the pauper became chargeable. The pauper had 
always been physically incapable of work, and had been in receipt of relief 
from the Newport Union from the 5th of June, 1880, up to the time she 
left Rhydgwern. She attained the age of sixteen on the 27th of October, 
1877. An order of removal to the Highworth Union having been made, 
the Divisional Court held that the pauper had acquired a settlement at 
Rhydgwern, in the Newport Union. 

Tur Court (Lord Esuer M.R., and Fry and Lorgs, L.JJ.), having taken 
time to consider, allowed the appeal. The judgment of the court was 
read by Lorzs, L.J. He said that the case was governed by sections 34 
and 35 of the Divided Parishes Act, 1876. By them a child under sixteen 
took a settlement from its father, if alive, or from its widcwed mother 
after the father’s death if the mother had acquired a settlement in her own 
right. After sixteen the child did not take any settlement acquired by its 
father or widowed mother, but it retained the settlement it had had when 
it attained sixteen until it acquired another. The doctrine of emancipa- 
tion could no longer prevail, and every child, whether mentally or morally 
incapacitated on attaining sixteen, became capable of acquiring a settle- 
ment. In this case the pauper, till she attained sixteen, had her father’s 
settlement in Wanborough. The mother, on her remarriage, acquired her 
husband’s settlement, but ceased to be a widowed mother, and therefore 
the pauper did not acquire such settlement. The pauper had not resided 
in lice so as to acquire a new settlement, because she was in 
receipt of relief from the 5th of June, 1880, until she lett. She had, 
therefore, not acquired any new settlement since she attained sixteen, and 
she was consequently possessed of her father’s settlement, and was charge- 
able to the Highworth Union.—Covunsget, H. D. Greene, Q.0., and Fraser 
Macleod ; Lumley Smith, Q.C., and R. Cunningham Glen. Soutcrrors, Wil- 
kins, Blyth, § Co. ; Few § Co. 


HASLAM FOUNDRY AND ENGINEERING OO. v, HALL & CO.— 
No. 1, 23rd February. 


Parents, &c., Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vicr. c. 57), s. 31—AcTIon ror 
INFRINGEMENT OF Patent—Grant oF CeErtiIricaTE—APPEAL—‘‘ JupG- 
MENT OR OrnDER’’—JupIcATURE Act, 1873, 8. 19. 


In an action for the infringement of a patent, the defendants denied 
the validity of the patent, and delivered iculars of numerous 
objections thereto. The defendants established one objection, but failed 
upon all the others. Judgment was accordingly entered for the defen- 
dants, and Stephen, J., who tried the case, upon the application of the 
plaintiffs, granted a certificate under section 31 of the Patents, &c., Act, 
1883, which provides that ‘‘ in an action for infringement of a patent, the 
court or a judge may certify that the validity of the patent came in ques- 
tion ; and if the court or a judge so certifies, then in any subsequent 
action for infringement, the plaintiff in that action, on obtaining a final 
order or ju ent in his favour, shall have his full costs, charges, and 
expenses, as between solicitor and client, unless the court or judge trying 
the action certifies that he ought not to have the same.’’ The defendants 
having appealed from the decision as to the grant of the certificate, the 
plaintiff took the objection that no appeal lay. 

Tue Court (Lord Esuer, M.R., and Fry and Lorzs, L.JJ.) allowed the 
objection. Section 19 of the Judicature Act, 1873, gave the Court of 
Appeal jurisdiction to hear ap from any ‘‘judgment or order” of 
the High Court. By section 100 ‘‘ judgment’ was to include decree, and 
‘*order’’ was to include rule. The grant of a certificate was a well-known 

art of the action of the court. Judges granted certificates under the 

atent Acts, certificates for a special jury, certificates that a summons was 
proper to be attended by counsel, and certificates under 3 & 4 Vict. c. 24, 
where the plaintiff recovered less than 40s. in an action of trespass. None 
of these could be called ‘‘ judgments or orders.”” Therefore, the Legisla- 
ture would have expressly given an a it  / had intended that there 
should be one. For these reasons the appeal did not lie.—CovunszL, Sir 
Richard Webster, A.G., Aston, Q.C., and Carpmael ; Sir Henry James, Q.C., 
Moulton, Q.C., and Bousfield. Soxtcrrors, Wilson, Bristows, § Carpmael ; 
J. H. §& J. Y. Johnson. 


FANSHAWE v. THE LONDON AND PROVINCIAL DAIRY CO.— 
No. 2, 29th February. 
Pracrice—Mope or Tr1at—Jury—Discretion or Jupcze—R. S. C., 1883, 
orD. 36, nr. 3, 4, 5, 6, 7 (a). 
A question arose in this case as to the right of a party to have an action 
tried with a jury. Rule 2 of order 36 gives the right to either plaintiff er 
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defendant, in certain cified actions, to have the action tried with a 
jury. Rule 3 provides that ‘‘causes or matters assigned by the principal 
Act to the Chancery Division shall be tried by a judge without a jury, 
unless the court or a judge shall otherwise order.” By rule 4 “the court 
or a judge may, if its appear desirable, direct a trial without a jury 
of any question or issue of fact, or partly of fact and partly of law, 
arising in any cause or matter which, previously to the passing of the 
principal Act, could, without any consent of parties, have been tried 
without a jury.”” By rule 5 ‘‘the court or a judge may direct the trial 
without a jury of any cause, matter, or issue requiring any prolonged 
examination of documents or accounts, or any scientific or local in- 
vestigation, which cannot, in their or his opinion, conveniently be made 
with a jury.”’ Rule 6: ‘‘In any other cause or matter, upon the appli- 
cation of any party thereto for a trial with a jury of the cause or matter 
or any issue of fact, an order shall be made for a trial with a jury.” 
Rule 7 (a): ‘*In every cause or matter, unless, under the provisions of 
rule 6 of this order, a trial with a jury is ordered, or, under rule 2 of 
this order, the party has signified a desire to have a trial with a jury, the 
mode of trial shall be by a judge without a jury, provided that in any 
such case the court or a judge may at any time ‘aller any cause, matter, 
or issue to be tried by a judge with a jury, or by a judge sitting with 
assessors, or by an official referee or special referee with or without 
assessors.”” The present action was brought in the Chancery Division to 
restrain the defendants from committing a nuisance by noise. The de- 
fendants applied to Kay, J., for an order that the action should be tried 
with ajury. Kay, J., refused the application. It was argued that rule 
6 gave the defendants a right to a jury, and that the judge had no dis- 
cretion in the matter. 

Tue Covurr (OCorron, Linpitey, and Bowen, L.JJ.) affirmed the 
decision. Corron, L.J., said that the point had really been decided 
by the Court of Appeal in The Temple Bar (11 P. D. 6), in which it was 
held that rule 6 only applied to cases which were not provided for by the 
previous group of rules. The present action, being brought in the 
Chancery Division, was within rule 4. But under rule 7 (a) a party could 
apply for a trial with a jury, though the judge could also, under that 
rule, direct a trial with a jury mero motu. If a rule gave a discretion to 
the judge, it would wrong to say that the parties could not apply to 
him to exercise his discretion and bring before him any matters material 
to the exercise of it. Under the Rules of 1875 every party to an action 
had a right to a trial with a jury on giving certain notice, subject to the 
power of the court in certain cases to direct a trial without a jury. 
Under the Rules of 1883 it was not every party who had a right to a trial 
with a jury. Except in certain cases, the court had a discretion as to 
ordering a trial with a jury, and those who asked the judge to exercise 
the discretion must shew him a reason for his doing so. In the present 
case the judge had exercised his discretion, and there was no reason why 
this court should interfere. Linpiey, L.J., said that every party who 
before the Rules of 1883 was entitled to trial by jury was 80 en- 
titled still, and no party who before the Rules of 1883 was not entitled to 
trial by jury was so entitled now. But there were cases in which the 
court could order a trial by a jury where, without such an order, the trial 
would be without a jury, and so there were cases in which the court cou:d 
order a trial without a jury where, without such an order, the trial would 
be with a jury. But the law in this respect was not new, for the Court 
of Chancery could direct an issue. This led to the insertion of the last 
words in rules 3 and 4, and the courts of common law had formerly the 
powers now conferred by rule 5. Rule 4 was confined to causes which, 
under the old law, could be tried without a jury without any con- 
sent, and it applied to admiralty and chancery actions. What the Rules 
of 1883 really did was to make trial without a jury the normal mode of 
tria), —— where trial by jury was ordered under rules 3, 6, or 7 (a), or 
might be had without an order under rule 2. Rule 6 gave no right to a trial 
by jury in cases which before could, without any consent of parties, be tried 
without a jury. Bowen, L.J., concurred.—Covunsgt, Ince, Q.C., and 7. H. 
Robertson ; Marten, Q.C., and Russell Roberts. Soxrrcrrors, Frere § Co. ; 
Kennedy, Hughes, § Kennedy. 





HIGH COURT.—CHANCERY DIVISION. 
Re ROSS, HICKS v. ROSS—Kay, J., 25th February. 


Witt—Construction—Vestep Inrerest—Girt over — ‘‘ SHALL pir’? — 
Forrerrure—"‘ Ger into Dest’’—UNcERTAINTY. 


Testator left £800 a year to be appropriated by his trustees to the 
maintenance of his daughter’s eight children. This was held by 
Bacon, V.C. (14 Eq. 141), to be a gift of a perpetual annuity. The 
will continued as follows: — ‘‘If any of the said children shall die, 
their mother shall have the benefit of the deceased child or children’s 
share or shares. The trustees shall have the power, should any one of 
the said children get into debt, to forfeit their share or shares and divide 
it with the other children.” Two of the children were still under twenty- 


ene. 

Kay, J., said that the words “ shall die” meant shall die in the lifetime 
of the testator, so that in that respect the children’s interests were absolute. 
The forfeiture clause was not void for uncertainty, but the trustees had 
a discretionary power under it, so that the shares of the children who had 
attained twenty-one were still liable to defeasance, and could not be paid 
out to them at present. When the infants attained twenty-one they could 
join in waiving all claims by accruer, and the fund could then be divided. 
The petition asking for payment out must stand over generally, with 
liberty to spp y to restore it when the children were all of age.—Counsz1, 
Renshaw, Q.C., and Sturges ; Marten, Q.C., and Cann ; Bush, Q.C. ; Farwell ; 
Macaskie. Soxtcrrors, Lheobald; Montagu Hawkins. 








LAVERY o. PURSELL—Chitty, J., 23rd February. 


Srxcrric Perrormance—Sratvute or Fravps, 8. 4—‘‘ Inrsrest in Lanp ?— 
AGREEMENT FoR Sate or A Hovsz To pk Puttep Down 1x Two Montus— 
Part Perrormance—Damaces my Lagu or Sprciric PsrroRMANCE— 
Jupicature Act, 1873, s. 25, sun-secrion 11. 


In this case, being an action by a purchaser for specific performance or 
da s, the question arose as to whether an ent for the sale of 

buildings to be taken down and cleared eae by @ purchaser two months 
after date was void as being a contract for the sale of land, or interest in 

land, within section 4 of the Statute of Frauds. By the conditions of 
sale on was to be given to the purchaser di the two months, 

but the vendor was to be entitled to a right of gen access, A further 
question arose whether, in the event of a court holding that there was part 
performance, d es could be given. 

Curry, J., held that the ent was within the statute, as the pur- 
chaser was to buy a standing house, and not bricks and mortar. Moreover, 
the circumstance that the purchaser was to be entitled to an occupation of 
two months shewed that the ee was one which transmitted rights 
both be ee Berd us and the Soins <~ =e On = further 
question he he at there was , but that as the ° 
ment was one which would at pane have been enforced in ounie. ieee 
touch as it was an agreement to be performed in less than a year, or before 
a time at which a decree could possibly be obtained from the court: 
Nesbitt v. Meyer (1 Swans. 223), the purchaser was not entitled to 
in lieu of ic performance. The Judicature Act, 1873, s. 25, sub-section 
11, did not enlarge the jurisdiction so as to enable the court to decree 
damages in cases where, before the Judicature Act, damages could not have 
been recovered: Re Northumberland Avenue Hotel Co. (30 Souicrrons’ Jour- 
NAL, 156, 33 Ch. D. 16). He, therefore, dismissed the action, but 
as the purchaser had succeeded in establishing facts which the defendants 
had put in issue, he dismissed it without costs.—CounsgL, Sir Arthur 
Watson, Q.C., and D. L. Alexander ; Romer, Q O., and Hatfield Green ; Mac- 
Swinney. Soxicrrors, H. Montague ; V. J. Chamberlain ; T. G. Bullen. 


Re THE MISSOURI STEAMSHIP CO.—Chitty, J., 28th February. 
Conrircr or Laws—ArrrBIGHTMENT Contract—CuHarrer-Party — Lex 
Loct Conrractus—Law oF THE Fac. 


In this case the question arose whether the /ex loci contractus or the 
law of the flag, that is to say, the personal law of the shipowner, should 
govern an affreightment contract (Westlake’s International Law, 2nd 
ed., s. 208). The contract was a charter-party made at Boston with a 
citizen of Massachusetts by the agent of an English eae eee for 
shipment to Liverpool in one of the company’s vessels of the charterer’s 
goods. The charter-party contained a stipulation exempting the company 
from liability caused by negligence of the master or crew. By the law of 
England the exemption is valid, but by the law of Massachusetts, as at 
present ascertained, such an exemption is void, although it appears that 
its invalidity has been questioned in the case of Re Montana, now before 
the Supreme Oourt of the United States, and upon which that court has 
not yet delivered judgment. The goods were lost off the coast of Wales 
in English waters, and the company claimed the benefit of the exemption. 

Currty. J., after referring to and dliscussing the cases of Lloyd v. Guibert 
(L. R. 1 Q. B. 115) and The Peninsular and Oriental Navigation Co. v. Shand (3 
Moo. P. ©. Cas. N. 8. 272), and distinguishing the present case from that 
last named by the circumstances that in the last named both persons were 
British subjects, and the contract was made in England, whereas in the 
present case one party only was a British subject, and the contract was 
made in Boston, said that such differences, although p to be taken 
into consideration on the general question, had little or no on the 
question of the intention of the — to be inferred from the particular 
stipulations. As was said by Willes, J., in Lioyd v. Guibert, ‘‘ recourse ~ 
must first be had to the language of the contract itself, and (force, 
fraud, and mistake apart) the true construction of the language of the 
contract is the touchstone of legal right.” The circumstance tbat the 
stipulations which the charterer sought to have struck out of the charter- 
party were allowed by the law of the one country and disallowed by that 
of the other country afforded a cogent reason for holding that the parties 
were contracting with reference to the law of the country which allowed, 
and not to the law of the country which disallowed, the stipulation, as it 
was unreasonable to presume that the es inserted stipulations which 
they intended to be nugatory and void. Moreover, on the facts of the 
case, & more limited proposition ht be adopted. The loss accrued in 
English waters. Conceding that it would be possible (without saying 
that it would be reasonable) to poomne that the parties contracted wit 
reference to the law of usetts in respect of loss by negligence 
within the territorial waters of that State, it also ap to be un- 
reasonable to presume that the es contracted with reference to the 
law of that State in respect of a loss occurring outside the limits of that 
State. He held that the exemption was valid—first, on the general ground 
that the contracts hear, erage by the law of the flag; and, secondly, 
on the particular ground , from the provisions of the contract itself, 
it appeared that the s were contracting with a view to the law of 
England. [It was stated that the question would be taken to the Appea 
Court. |}—Counsri, Cohen, G.C., and Frederic Thompson ; Sir Walter Philli- 
more, Q.C., and Carver. Soxicrrors, Robins, Cameren, § Kemm, for Bateson, 
Bright, Barr, Liverpool; Gregory $ Co., for Hill, Dickinson, ¢ Co., 
Liverpoo. 

Re LE PHENIX—Chitty, J., 28th February. 


Lire Assurance Oompantes Acts, 1870-2—Payment ovr or Dspostr— 
Pracricg. 


In this case, a petition having been presented under the Life Assur- 
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ance Companies Acts, 1570-2, for payment out to the company of the 
statutory deposit of £20,000, and an order having been made to that 
effect, an objection was subsequently taken by the registrar that the 

tition did not contain a statement of rule 6 of the Board of Trade 
Rules, 1872, which provides for payment out of the deposit money so 
soon as it is proved to the satisfaction of the court that the life assur- 
ance fund amounts to £40,009. The ground of the objection —— 
to be that the rule was alterable, and it was also stated that it was 
usual to set out the necessary rules in petitions for payment out of 
deposits under the Tramways Acts. 

Curry, J., directed the petition to be amended by stating rule 6.— 
Counset, Whinney. Soricrrors, Napoleon, Argles, § Co. 


Re YEOLAND CONSOLS (LIM.)—Stirling, J., 25th February. 


Company—W1npino up—Perition—Arripavit in Suprort—Time—SunpDay 
not Reckonep—GeneraL Orper, Novemesr, 1862, rez. 4, 74—R. 8. C., 
1883, LXIV., 2. 

In this case a question arose whether Sundays were to be reckoned in 
the computation of the time limited by rule 4 of the General Order of 
November, 1862, for filing an affidavit in support of a petition for the 
winding up of a company by the court, or stibject to the supervision of 
the court. In the present case resolutions had been passed for a voluntary 
winding up of the above — , and a petition was now presented 
asking that the liquidation might “4 continued under the supervision of 
the court. ‘The petition was presented on the 15th of February, 1888, 
but the affidavit in support thereof, which by the orders under the 
Compenies Act, 1862, must be filed within four days after the presentation 
of the petition, was not notified until the 20th. The 19th, however, was 
a Sunday, and the question was whether the affidavit had been filed in 
time. e order under the Companies Act, 1862, contains no provision 
that Sundays are not to be reckoned in the computation of time; but by 
ord. 64, r. 2, of the R. S. C., 1883, it is provided that, ‘‘ where any 
limited time less than six days from or after any date or event is appointed 
or allowed for doing any act or taking any proceeding, Sunday, Christmas- 
day, and Good Friday shall not be reckoned in the es of such 
limited time,’’ and by rule 74 of the General Order of November, 1862, 
it is amp that the general practice of the court and the general orders 
of the court relative thereto ‘‘shall in cases not provided for by the 
Companies Act, 1862, or these rules, and so far as the same are applicable, 
and not inconsistent with the said Act, or these rules, apply to all pro- 
ceedings for winding up a company.’’ On behalf of the petitioner it was 
contended that the effect of this rule was to exclude Sundays from the 
computation of the four days limited for filing the affidavit. 


Srraiine, J., after consulting the registrar, said that the rules seemed 
clear, and that he was informed that the practice in such cases was not to 
reckon Sunday. The order asked for was accordingly made.—CovunszL, 
Graham Hastings, Q.C., and Emden; Phipson Beale, Q.C. Soxtcrrors, 
Slade § Munk. 


ROSS v. BUXTON—Stirling, J., 24th February. 
Ex parte Inyuncrion—MareriaL Fact witHHELD—Inautiry As TO DAMAGES. 


Defendant to let a house to the plaintiff from the 24th of June, 
1887. The plaintiff alleged that the defendant was not in a position to let 
him into jon on that day. On the 22nd of July possession was 
formally offered to the plaintiff, who, however, did not go in. The 
defendant then put up the property for sale by auction, and plaintiff com- 
menced an action against him to restrain him from selling or otherwise 
dealing with the property so as to defeat the rights of the plaintiff. On 
the 12th of January the plaintiff obtained an er parte injunction, extending 
to the 19th of January or further order, restraming the defendant from 
dealing with the property ; and the plaintiff gave the usual undertaking 
in damages. The court was not informed on that occasion that possession 
had been formally offered on the 22nd of July. The plaintiff having 
delayed serving notice of motion, the defendant, on the 7th of February, 
a notice of motion ~— ; e ba ez parte vl > have an 

as to damages. The tiff’s motion su uently came on, 
pre ye Srey the ne to have his costs in any event. The 
defendant afterwards brought on his motion. It was contended on his 
behalf that an important fact having been withheld frum the court at the 
time the application for the ex parte injunction was obtained, the 
defendant was entitled to have the order of the 12th of January dis- 
charged, and also to have an inquiry as to damages. 

Srrauinc, J., granted the application.—Counset, Pearson, Q.0,, and 
a 3 Hastings, Q.C., and Eady. Soutcrrors, Clapham § Fitch; BE. J. 

ard. 





CASES AFFECTING SOLICITORS. 
Re KEEPING & GLOAG (Solicitors)—Stirling, J., 23rd February. 
REMUNERATION Onpsr, k. 2, Scuzp. I., Part I.—Venpor AND PurcHassR— 
Famtty ARRANGEMENT. 


The late Mr. Goldthorpe, who carried on the business of a card-maker 
in Yorkshire, by his devised and bequeathed his real and personal 


estate to trustees upon trust for sale and conversion. The will contained 
& power to the trustees to postpone such sale and conversion, and a 
direction that the real estate should not be sold during the lives of any 
of his sons until it had been offered to them at a valuation, and, if they 


or either of them should elect to take the said real estate, it was to be 








considered as part of their or his shares or share under the will, and 
brought into hotchpot accordingly. The testator left four daughters 
and two sons. The youngest son attained twenty-one in 1885. In 
September, 1885, an arrangement was made between the trustee and the 
sons, and approved by all the beneficiaries under the will; the arrange. 
ment was that the sons should take the real estate at a valuation as 
directed by the will, and should also take over, at a valuation, the 
bu+iness which had been carried on by the testator, and all the assets 
connected with such business and the liabilities thereof. The sons were 
also to mo the real estate to the trustees to secure the amount by 
which the valuation exceeded their shares in the testator’s estate. The 
trustees, who resided at Selkirk, in Scotland, thereupon instructed Meesrs, 
Lang & Studman, a Scotch firm of solicitors, to carry out the arrange- 
ment. Messrs. Lang & Studman sent the title deeds of the property and 
the minutes of the arrangement which had been entered into, together with 
a letter of instructions, to Messrs. Keeping & Gloag, who were their 
London n>. The letter was as follows:—‘‘ By separate parcel we 
send you the Sederunt Book and title deeds of the property belonging to 
this trust, that you may prepare, in English form, the proper deeds to 
complete the arrangement of the trust affairs on the basis of the last 
minute. According to our view of the matter, the follo deeds will 
be necessary, but you will consider the point—viz., (1) Formal agreement 
by the beneficiaries approving of the conditions of the sale as stated in 
the minute; (2) conveyance by the trustees to the purchasers of the 
property and assets; (3) mortgage by the purchasers to the trustees 
ey | as much as is possible without the necessity of bill of sale; (4) 
deed of assumption by the trustees of the truster’s widow and two sons, 
and assignation of the bond; (5) deed of resignation by the present 
trustees. Is a discharge usual or necessary? If, without raising any legal 
question, the two latter deeds could be executed first, it might be an 
advantage, as the ae would have to be put into the names of the 
new trustees, but probably you have a mode of doing this without much 
expense. We thought to avoid the a ce of the purchasers bein 

also sellers. The probate of the will be seen ia the Sederunt Book.’ 

Messrs. Keeping & Gloag then prepared an abstract of title, which they 
sent to counsel, with instructions to settle the necessary drafts. The 
drafts were accordingly prepared, and, after some negotiation, approved. 
When the matter was completed, Messrs. Keeping & Gloag sent in a bill 
of costs, in which they charged the scale fees for deducing title on 
behalf of the trustees, as vendors, and investigating title on behalf of 
the sons, as purchasers, under Schedule I., Part I., and also the scale 
charges in respect of mortgagors’ and mor ’ costs under the same 
schedule. Upon taxation the taxing master held that the matter was a 
family arrangement, and that the solicitors were only entitled to costs 
under Schedule II. The taxing master stated his reasons as follows :— 
‘* Being of opinion thall all the elements are wanting from this transac- 
tion to entitle the solicitors to scale fees under Schedule I. of the Solici- 
tors’ Remuneration Order, I have allowed them fees in detail pursuant to 
Schedule II. of that order.’’ A summons was taked out by the solicitors 
to review the taxation. 


Srrr.1ne, J., said the facts of the case were of a novel character. The law, 
Lowever, had been settled by the Court of Appeal in the case of Re Lacey (32 
W. R. 233, 25 Ch. D. 301), and his lordship had merely to apply the rule thus 
laiddown. Re Lacey decided that the — fee was not payable unless sub- 
stantially the whole of the business in respect of which the ad valorem 
remuneration was c eable had been done by the solicitor. That deci- 
sion bad been followed by courts of first instance, and had been repeated 
by the Court of Appeal in the recent case of Re Newbould (32 Soxrcrrors’ 
JouRNAL, 92, 20 Q. B. D. 204). There the solicitor had brought himself 
under one heading and had sought also to bring himself under another. 
He had deduced a title to freekold and copyhold property and charged 
the scale fee for that, and had conducted a sale of the property, but had 
not conducted it in its entirety, for he employed an auctioneer and had 
not paid him out of his own pocket. It was held by the Court of ‘oe 
that the solicitor was only entitled to be paid according to that part of the 
scale within which he could bring himself. In the present case it was 
said, as a matter of law, that, upon the instructions which the solicitors 
received, they were bound to investigate the title. Wilson v. Tucker (3 
Stark. 154) was cited in support of that proposition ; but, in his lordship’s 
opinion, it did not support it, and he considered the proposition to be 
o—_ ~— P was ies gr pecan | the a of the - citors to = 

e deeds for the purpose of preparing the necessary documents, but 
that was quite a different thing from reading them for the _—— 
of investigating title. They had not received instructions to do the work 
for which thescale fee might be charged, and ny they were not 
entitled to charge it. His lordship further came to the conclusion, upon the 
facts of the case, that, although an abstract of title had been pre and 
had been laid before counsel, that that was only for the purpose of enabling 
him to prepare the n deeds, and that there had never, in 
fact, been such an inve ion of title us would entitle the solicitors to 
charge the scale fees for deducing and investi title. And his lord- 
ship concluded as follows:—‘‘I do not see t I ought to come to any 
other conclusion than that, having to the whole circumstances 
attending this case ; the formation of arrangement which led to the 
conveyance being es; to the written instructions given by Messrs. 
Lang & Studman essrs. ape a & Gloag, the London solicitors, and 
to the way in which they dealt with it, that they were never really meant 
to do all the duties which, in accordance with the decision of the Court 
of Aepet, Say = t to perform in order to entitle them to the scale 
fee. I think that the taxing master came to a right conclusion, and that, 
consequently, the summons ought to be dismissed.’’—Counszt, Graham 
Hastings, Qc., and Lambert ; W. Pearson, Q.0., and Ashton Cross. Soxtct- 
tors, Keeping $ Gloag ; Speechly, Mumford, $ Co. 
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BANKRUPTCY CASES. 


Ex parte BURKE—C. A. No. 1, 24th February. 


Banxruptcy Appgzat—Degprostr—Power or Cocrr To Disrensk wITH 
Derosrr—Srectat Case—Banxrvurtcy Rures, 1886, x. 131. 


This was an application by a bankrupt for leave to appeal from a 
judgment of A. L. Smith, J., without making the ordinary t of 
£20. Rule 131 of the Bankruptcy Rules, 1886, provides that the Court of 
Appeal may, in any special case, dispense with the — The bank- 
rupt, when being examined before the registrar, was asked certain ques- 
tions which, on the advice of his counsel, he declined to answer, on the 
ground that they might criminate him. The matter was referred by the 
registrar to the judge, who ordered the bankrupt to answer the questions, 
but expressed a ae are that it was a proper case for an appeal. 
The bankrupt swore that he had no means of aun the deposit, and no 
friends who would advance it for him. 


Tue Covrt (Fry and Lorzs, L.JJ.) granted the application. Fay, 
L.J., said that he would not lay down any rule as to what amounted to a 
“ special case,’’ but he Sout the circumstances of the present case justi- 
fied the court in allowing the appeal to be entered without insisting upon 
the deposit. The bankrupt was liable to be committed if he did not 
answer the questions, and it was also alleged that his answers would 
criminate him. The liberty of the subject was therefore involved. The 
ry had sworn that neither he nor his friends could raise the amouvt 
of the deposit, and the judge had expressed a strong opinion that it was 
a proper case for an appeal Lorgs, L.J., concurred, but said that the 
case must not be treated as a precedent. Every case must depend on its 
particular circumstances. The opinion of the learned judge weighed 
strongly with him.—Counsrt, Lionel Hart; Abrahams. Soxicirors, Hart 
$ Winch; Bartram. 








LAW SOCIETIES. 
LAW ASSOCIATION. 

At a meeting of the directors, held at the hall of the Incorporated Law 
agg | on Thursday, the lst inst.—the following bein goog 
Mr. Sidney Smith, chairman, Messrs. Burt, Finch, Hine-Haycock, 
Sawtell, Spencer Whitehead, and Arthur Carpenter, secretary—a grant of 
£20 was made to the widow of a member, und the ordinary general 
business was transacted. 





SHEFFIELD DISTRICT INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 


The thirteenth annual general meeting of the society was held on the 
23rd ult. Mr. C. M. Wilson in the chair. 

The notice convening the meeting, and the report, as printed, having 
been taken as read, it was resolved :— 

1. That the report presented by the committee be received, confirmed, 
and adopted. 

2, That the accounts of Mr. Broomhead (the treasurer) for the 
year be approved and passed, and that the thanks of the society be ives 
to him for his services. 

3: That the cordial thanks of the society be given to Mr. C. M. Wilson 
(the president) for the ability with which he has filled the office, and the 
consideration he has given to his duties during the past. ycar. 

4. That the cordial thanks of the society be given to Mr. Herbert 
Bramley for the able manner in which he has discharged the office of 
honorary secretary from the commencement of the society. 

5. That Mr. Dossey Wightman be elected the president; Mr. 
Barnard Platts Broomhead elected the vice-president; Mr. Broom- 
head be re-elected the treasurer; and Mr. Bramley be re-elected the 
secretary of the society. 

6. That the foilowing gentlemen be hereby appointed to act with the 
officers mentioned in the last resolution as the commitee for the ensuing 
year—viz., Messrs. S. O. Addy, R. Benson, A. J. Binney, Walter 
Brown, A. W. Cowdell (Chesterfield), G. Denton, W. B. Esam, H. G. T. 
Fernell, J. W. Pye-Smith, G. J. Simpson, Wm. Smith, C. E. Vickers, B. 
Wake, C. M. Wilson, G. B. Wiliis (Rotherham). 

7. That Messrs. T. W. Hall and J. 5. Wheat, M.A., be appointed the 
auditors of the society for the ensuing year, and that the Lest thanks of 
the society be given to them for their kindness in auditing the accounts 
for the last year. 

8. That the thanks of the society be given to C. B. S. Wortley, Esq., 
M.P., for his attention to the matters laid before him by the committee, 
and for prints of the public Bills brought into the House of Commons 
during the last session, which he has fexwarded to the committee. 

In accordance with the resolutiou of the Committee, a —— prize, 
value £10 10s., was awarded to Mr, William Irons, who the 
Division for Honours in the April | ogee nor it who was over 
twenty-six years of age when he passed his examination, and not, therefore, 
eligible to receive the ordinary prize, which was awarded in equal to 
Messrs, John Bromhead Matthews and Fredk. P. , who each 
— in the Second Division for Honours, in the November (1887) Exam- 


on. 
The Chairman presented the prizes to Mesers. Irons and Padley, Mr. 


t 
adley suitabl; mded. 
It was further resolved that the y 
chairman for presiding. 


of the meeting be given to the 





The following are extracts from the report of the committee of this 


Members.—The number of members is now 136. 

Land er Bill.—Alth the Bill to simplify titles and facilitate 
transfer of in Eng’ introduced by the Lord Chancellor, 
did not come before the House of Oommons, though passing 
through the Lords’ House, it is understood it will, immediately on the 
opening of the session of 1888, be again brought before the notice of 
Parliament in the same shape as it took last year. Rules were to be made 
to carry out the Act by the Lord C or. Your Committee think 
other persons should be asked to assist in framing the rules. The question 
of costs under the Act should receive great cons! tion ; and if the Bill 
becomes an Act nothing should be done until the rules and orders be well 
known. In fact they should be with the Act. Your ey 
petitioned against the nee ome clauses of the Bill, believing that if i 

rovisions were good, solicitors and clients would soon — them as they 

ave done with regard to the Conveyancing Acts, whilst, if proved to be 
costly and difficult to deal with, compulsion would be no benefit and 
would be resented. 

Auctioneers’ Remuneration.—The tendency of the decisions of the courts 
upon the Act and Order having been throughout to cut down the remunera- 
tion of solicitors in such a way as to make it very difficult to obtain the 
scale charge for conducting auctions, and even to place in jeopardy the 
solicitor’s right to any remuneration for work done by him Bev | 
for and attending the auction, the Incorporated Law Society of the Uni 
Kingdom, in Fe last, appointed a speciel committee to cons:der and 
report to the Council whether or not it is expedient to assimilate the 
practice in England generally to that which prevails in the North of 
England with respect to the employment and somone of auctioneers. 
That committee issued a series of questions to the Provincial Law Societies 
as to the ee their —— districts. A copy of the 
questions received by this ety, and of the answers sent by your Oom- 
mittee are here given. ° 


QUESTIONS. REPLIES. 


What is the practice which prevails in ist. In practice the Solicitor conduct- 
your district with respect to the em- iug the sale fixes the reserve, 


plovment and remuneration of Auc- usually obtaining, ia any im- 
tioneers on Sale of Property ? —_— case, the opinion of a 
er . Sometimes, no doubt, 


the Auctioneer is asted to £% 
ist. As to the Valuation of Property ! +4 


2nd. As to the Lotting of Property? 2nd. This more generally done by 





esparntion of Patcalar Re aS 

8rd. Astop tion of t ogra e Vendor’s 

4th. Ad and Payment of repares the Particulars 
Printers, &e. pa vertisements, and psys the 


th. IsaS erallyemployed 5th When a Pian is required and the 
5th. a Surveyor gen employ: > a 

reparing roperty is to cut up into 

i — nel lots. the Vendor's Solicitor 

always employs a Surveyor, not 


an A e 
Auctioneers in Sheffield and the 
b bourhood do not, and pro- 
: not, pi as 

jurveyors. 

6th. How far the Auctioneer is re- 6th. The Auctioneer is not required 

Gag ames Se eee to advise at all. 

0! ng 


. the Auctioneers 7th. Generally according to the scale 
7th. In what way are uction —y = — | 


paid, whether by fixed fee or by 

or fee sanctinned_ by Sheffield 
as cel @ an bee District Inco porated Law 
chase-money ? a A. a 

we on U 

8th. Is the Auctioneer’s fee paid 8th ever . Up 
' the Bolicitor, or by the Client, « } quite secon the Solicitor was 

or by the Purchaser? 9th the habit of charging 
ing fee the Re- 

muneration Order, and 


. district Vendor’ 
= eet A re} , as Ape Ag Bey the Auctioneer’s charge out 
conducting fee in Auctions ? 


3 
: 
5 =} 
: 


A cumy of Sane Qaspaneny maaan we forwarded to each member 
of The cociety in 2 Pri had under consideration the recent case of In re How- 
dould (36 W. R. 161), in which the Court of Appeal decided that where on an 


ction sale the client em: and the auctioneer a commission, 
stn te ecding the thie in poumened WY rule 11 from charging the 
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scale fee, and is not entitled to any charges whatever in respect of such 
sale, either by way cf commission or otherwise, having to be content with 
the scale charge for deducing the title. The attention of the Incorporated 
Law sarcagp bye’ the United Kingdom and of the Liverpool Law Society, 
who were chiefly instrumental in getting the Remuneration Order passed 
in its nt state, has been called to the decision. The Incorporated 
Law ety of the United Kingdom have determined to appeal to the 
House of Lords on this point. 

Duties of Arbitrators as to Unstamped Instruments Given in Evidence.— 
The Inland Revenue authorities at Somerset House recently sent a circular 
to the secretary, calling attention to the practice of arbitrators permitting 
unstamped and insufficiently stamped instruments to be produced in 
evidence before them, and requesting that be would bring under the 
notice of the members the provisions of sub-section (a) of section 44 of 
44 Vict. c. 12, which extend the provisions of section 16 of the Stamp 
Act, 1870, to proceedings before arbitrators and referees. The circular 
says :—‘‘ It is Seooby made the duty of the arbitrator, before receiving in 
evidence any instrument liable to Stamp Duty, to see that it is properly 
stamped, or if it be not properly stamped, to require payment of the un- 
paid duty, and of the penalty payable by law for stamping the same, for 
which he must account in the manner prescribed by section 16 (2) of the 
Stamp Act, 1870.”’ 

Building Leases—Lessor’s Scale Charge.—The question whether the 
lessor’s scale charge for a building lease included (1) stamping, (2) regis- 
tration, having been brought before the committee, the secretary was 
directed to lay the matter before the Council of the Incorporated Law 
Society, and if the council were of opinion that the cost falls upon the 
lessee’s solicitor, to ask whether that cost was covered by his scale charge 
without further cost to the lessee. 

The secretary wrote as requested, and the answer received was that the 
council considered that the lessor’s solicitor’s scale charge included 
stamping by him, and the lessee’s scale, the cost of registration which had 
to be attended to by him. 








LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 
INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 
PRELIMINARY EXAMInaTION, 





Whiston, William Reginald Harvey Woods, Harris Dunmore Lang 
Williams, John Wright, Charles William 
Williams, Lionel Leigh Young, Edward Little 

Wing, Arthur Percy Young, Lionel George 


Law Srupents’ Dezatinc Socrsry.—28th February.—Mr. W. Van 
Sommer in the chair.—Mr. Plaskitt opened the question appointed for 
debate—“‘ That the case of Rowe v. The London School Board (36 Ch. D, 
619) was wrongly decided.” Mr. P. Tahourdin opposed, and Messrs. 
Douglas, Cuthbert, Curtis, end Mackintosh continued the debate in the 
affirmative, and Francis, Colyer, and Ogle in the negative. Mr. Plaskitt 
having replied, the chairman, after summing up, put the motion, which 
was carried by a majority of six votes. 


Un1rep Law Socrsty.—27th February.—Mr. McMillan moved: ‘‘ That 
a legal power of restraining the issue or renewal of licences for the sale 
of intoxicating liquor should be placed in the hands of the inhabitants 
themselves.” Mr. Yates opposed. The following gentlemen spoke for 
the motion, Mr. Pratt, Mr. Voules, and Mr. Common ; a ge the motion, 
Mr. A. H. Wood, Mr. Gates, Mr. Le Maistre, Mr. Lee Nash, Mr. Lazarne, 
and Mr. Chapple. 








MR. JUSTICE GRANTHAM ON WHIPPING AS A 
PENALTY. 


Tue following is the full text of a letter written by Mr. Justice Grantham 
to the Attorney-General with regard to his recent sentence, afterwards 
withdrawn (ante, p. 267) :— 
Judge’s Lodgings, Liverpool, Feb. 23, 1888. 

My dear Attorney-General,—I am very glad that the question you sent 
me has been put, as it will bring before the Legislature the present un- 
satisfactory nature of our criminal discipline and system of punishment. 
The question is not quite correct as to my saying the statute had been 
overlooked, but in effect it is true. The facts are these :— : 

On recently inquiring of the prison authorities as to the effect of various 
punishments, I found that the recent frequent application of the ‘‘cat”’ 
and short sentences on this circuit had had the most marvellous effect in 
clearing the streets, and consequently the gaols, of the men who com- 
mitted robberies with violence, and I was informed by those most competent 


The following candidates (whose names are in alphabetical order) were to form an opinion that it had done more to prevent men of that class 
successful at the Preliminary Examination held on the 8th and 9th of | from becoming habitual criminals than any punishment ever before in- 


February, 1888 :— 


Adams, Thomas 

Allcock, Frederick 

Allen, Maurice 

Allistone, Alfred 

Almond, George Horatio 
Almond, Herbert Edwin 
Anderson, Arthur John 
Barker, Henry Shelley 
Bowker, Alfred 

Braddon, John Vaudrey 
Braund, Francis Harold 
Bryant, John 

Bullivant, Thomas 

Bullock, William 

Burt, William Eaton 
Byrne, Rupert Henry 
Carter, Alfred Walter 
Chattock, Hugh Percival 
Cornes, Ernest Joseph Lacey 
De Heere, John 

Dixon, Burleigh Harry John 
Dodd, Charles Henry 
Draper, Ernest George 
Dumont Victor 

Dunlop, Robert William Layard 
Eldridge, Ernest Herbert 
Evans, Walter Ralph 
Findlay, John Fotheringham 
Fowler, Edward George Bennett 
Fox, Herbert Hamilton 
Gale, John Edward 
Gilbertson, Arthur John 
Godden, Luttrell 
Gore, Arthur Holmes 
Green, George Ernest 
Griffiths, Fred James 
Grotrian, Herbert Brent 


Hunt, Francis John 

Ibberson, William 

Jevons, Harold 

Jones, Douglas Thomas Maybery 

Kelly, Frederick Herbert 

Knight, Duncan 

Lea, George Henry Clark 

Le Maistre, Villeneufve Robert 

Littlewood, Arthur Birkin 

Lloyd, Robert Evan 

Manning, Maurice Wise 

Milward, Etienne Harding 

Moresby, Charles 

Morgan, Matthew Rees 

Morley, Ernest Augustine 

Moseley, Richard Evan 

Mudd, Frederick 

Mutter, George Herbert 

Nellist, William 

Nelson, John 

Nicholson, Henry Walter 

North, William 

Northway, Roland Thomas South- 
mead 


Payne, Richard 
Pennycuick, Elliot 

Perry, Arthur William 
Pigott, William 

Pryse, John Humphreys 
Ramsden, Frederic Herbert 
Richards, William 
Ricketts, Wellesley 
Roberts, Hugh Douglas 
Robertson, William James 
Robson, George Frederick 
Romer, Ralph Cudworth 
Schmettau, Carl Adolf 


Grove Emest Harry Schofield, Thomas Broadbent 
Hancock, Robert John Sedgwick, Emest Howard 
Hartley, James Simpson, Harry Derwent 


Hawkes, Francis Samuel 
a, cage Some, ed 
emingway, Alan Scott 
Hillman, Hubert J ames 
Hiron, Charles Gerald Eden 


Stratton, Henry Duncan 

Sturges, Gerald Betterton 

Temple, William 

Thesiger, The Hon. Percy Mansfield 
Thomas, William Henry 


Holmes, Alfred Todhunter, William John 
Hopper, Alfred Ernest Vincent, Harry Theodore 
Hopwood, John Rowland Walker, Henry Mansfield 








flicted—a man scarcely ever being found in prison a second time— 
and certainly not for the same offence. At the same time I was informed 
that there was another class of hardened criminals for whom it was very 
desirable to adopt a different kind of punishment than that usually in- 
flicted—viz., the habitual criminal who either liked gaol because it brought 
easier work, and was more comfortable than work and the workhouse, and 
so went on committing crimes, or continually committed them because, 
being perhaps well educated, but an incorrigible rogue, he cared nothing 
for imprison1ent so long as he could live a life of luxury and ease in the 
intervals of his punishment I say nothing here of the many men 
who are undergoing long terms of imprisonment for brutal assaults 
on their wives (only not having murdered them by accident), or 
who have committed offences against young children, and whom I 
believe most people think would be more effectually punished 
by receiving short sentences and a whipping than long sentences 
as now. When, therefore, I saw two men of incorrigible char- 
acters as thieves and forgers brought before me, I thought it 
desirable to draw attention to the disused statute of 7th George IV. by 
giving them short sentences, accompanied by a whipping, instead ofa 
long sentence of penal servitude, which otherwise I must have given from 
the number of their previous convictions. Hence the sentences referred 
to. After I had tried and sentenced them, however, I had during the day 
three more habitual criminals to try, and one more the next morning, 
erg ole ne various offences, possibly of worse characters (one of whom 
had four separate terms of seven years’ ge servitude, making 
twenty-eight years, besides numerous light and lighter sentences), but 
whom, from their age or other causes, I could not punish in the game 
way; and es it seemed scarcely right to inflict a different class of 
punishment on the first two than on the following three, I had 
all five up together, and, stating why I altered the sentences on the first 
two, gave them all the same sentences, thinking, as I“had drawn attention 
to the statute, and had let the criminal class know of the power of the 
judges to inflict whipping, thatit would be more just to inflict the same 
class of punishment on all the offenders, and therefore altered the sen- 
tences on the first two to five years’ penal servitude, but by so doing put- 
ting the country to ten times the expense, and doing no practical good to 
the prisoners. 
Excuse haste, as I have had only a short time to write this before going 
into court, and to send it off by an early train. 
Yours faithfully, 
Wa. GRANTHAM. 








Tenders for £800,000 Nottingham Corporation £3 per Cent. Stock were 
opened on Tuesday at the Bank of England. The applications amounted 
to £1,452,800, at prices varying from £96 7s. 6d. to £94 (the minimum). 
Tenders at £94 1s, 6d. will receive about twelve per cent. of the amount 
applied for; those above that price being allotted in full. The average 
price obtained for the stock is £94 12s, 1ud. 
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LEGAL NEWS. 
APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Epwarp Neus Woop, solicitor, of 66, Gresham-street and Green- 
wich, has been appointed = -Ooroner for the Greenwich Division of 
the County of Kent. Mr. was admitted a solicitor in 1857. 


Mr. Francis Hartvey, solicitor (of the firm of Pierce & Hartley), of 
Live 1, has been appointed Clerk to the Toxteth Park School Board. 
Mr. Hartley was admitted a solicitor in 1872. 


Mr. Jossru Barrett, solicitor, of 7, Leadenhall-street and of Forest- 
gate, has been elected a Common Councilman for the Ward of Lime- 
street. Mr. Barrett was admitted a solicitor in 1873. 


Mr. Cuartes Spencer Hovuper, solicitor, of 6, Barbican and of Southall, 
has been elected a Common Councilman for the Ward of Aldersgate. Mr. 
ae gg was admitted a solicitor in 1871. He is vestry clerk of Norwood 
parish. 

Mr. Joun Witi1Am Turnsutt, barrister, has been appointed a Puisne 
Judge of the Supreme Court of the Colony of Natal, on the resignation of 
Mr. Justice Cadiz. Mr. Justice Turnbull is the eldest son of Mr. Andrew 
Turnbull, of Edinburgh, and was born in 1830. He was educated at 
Caius College, Cambridge, and he was called to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn 
in Hilary Term, 1855. He is registrar of the diocese of Maritzburg. 


Mr. Cuartes Joun Darutne, Q.C., who has been elected M.P. for the 
Borough of Deptford in the Conservative interest, is the eldest son of Mr. 
Charles Darling, of Dedham, Essex, and was born in 1849. He was called 
to the bar at the Inner Temple in Hilary Term, 1874, and he is a member 
of the Oxford Circuit. He became a Queen’s Counsel in 1885. 


Mr. Hanotp Crick, solicitor (of the firm of Rose-Innes, Son, & Crick), 
of Billiter-square-buildings and of Grays Thurrock, has been appointed a 
Commissioner to administer Oaths in the Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Mr. Henry Brown Wurtz, solicitor (of the firm of H. B. White & Son), 
of Warrington, who was admitted in Hilary Term, 1856, has been ap- 
pointed a Notary Public. 


Mr. Joun Unquuanrrt, solicitor, of 124, Chancery-lane, London, has been 
—— a Commissioner to administer Oaths in the Supreme Court of 
udicature. 


CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIPS. 
Disso.vTion. 


Epwarp Hernstowz Beprorp and Rseoinatp Henry Bare (Bedford & 
Bate), solicitors, 9, King’s Bench-walk, Temple, London. Feb. 24. 
[London Gazette, Feb. 28.] 


GENERAL, 


At the Leeds Assizes on Monday Mr. Justice Charles said it was 
obvious that the whole of the non-jury cases could not be disposed of 
before the opening of the York Assizes on Wednesday. . They, therefore, 
intended to return to Leeds at the conclusion of the Newcastle Assizes. 
Due notice would be given of the day on which the Leeds Assizes would 
be resumed. He and Mr. Justice Day did not see much prospect of the 
cases being dealt with, even if they were transferred to York. Mr. Waddy 
remarked that, though he had been on circuit a great many years, this 
was the first time that the extraondinary course had been taken of holding 
the assizes at Leeds first. In view of the unfortunate results, he trusted 
that his lordship would make such a representation in the proper quarter 
as would cause the difficulty to be avoided in future. His lordship said 
he would take care that this course was adopted. 


In moving the second reading of the County Courts Consolidation Bill 
on Tuesday, the Lord Chancellor said:—‘‘The Bill is one of those 
recommended by the Statute Law Revision Committee. Its preparation 
has been under my own rh Nee as affecting one of the departments 
over which the Lord Chancellor presides. The consolidation into one Act 
of the very large number of existing Acts is in itself so desirable an 
object, both generally, and in icular with reference to the work of 
statute law revision, that I hope this Bill will be proceeded with and 
passed without raising questions as to amendment of the County Courts 
Acts. For instance, the subject of increasing the jurisdiction is a large 
one, about which there is a great deal to be said, and as to which there is 
so much divergence of opinion that, if I were to postpone the consolida- 
tion until that subject was discussed, there would certainly not be time 
for such — this year, and the desirable measure which I am now 
recommending would be indefinitely postponed.” 


The Chief Secretary for Ireland has introduced a Bill for reducing the 
number of the Irish judges. On the next vacancy in the office of judge of 
the Courts of Probate and for Matrimonial Causes, it is not (according to 
the Bill) to be filled up, but the rank and title are to be abolished, and the 
Probate and Matrimonial Division is to be united to the Queen’s Bench 
Division. No successor is to be + yr to either of the existing judges 
of the Court of Bankruptcy. On the next vacancy the remaining judge 
will, either alone, or with the assistance of a judge of the High Court, do 
anything which might previously have been done by both the pasar yd 


judges ; and when he alro vacates his office, the Bankruptcy Court wi 


united with the Supreme Court of Judicature, and the division of the High 
Court to which bankruptcy matters will be assigned will be selected by the 














COURT PAPERS. 
SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 
Rota OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


D APPEAL CouRnT APPEAL CourT Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
ate, No. 1, No. 2. Kay. Currry. 
Mon., Mar 5 Mr. Lavie Mr. Clowes Mr, Pagh Mr, Jackson 
Tuesday ... 6 Pugh Koe Lavie 
Wednesday 7 Leach Clowes Jackson 
Thursday.. 8 Beal Koe Lavie Carrington 
Friday ...... 9 Godfrey Clowes Jackson 
Saturday... 10 Rolt Koe Lavie Carrington 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
NoRTuH. STIRLING. KEKEWICH. 
5 Mr. Rolt Mr. Pemberton Mr. Beal 
Ward Leach 
Rolt Pemberton Beal 
Ward Leach 
Rolt Pemberton Beal 
Godfrey Ward Leach 








WINDING UP NOTICES. 


London Gasette.—FRinay, Feb. 24. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
ARMY AND Navy Depository, Luwirgp.—Petn for winding up, presented Feb 23» 
Sreetes to be heard before Kay, J.,on March 3. Musgrave, Gre-ham st, solor 
or petners 
CENTRAL TRANSVAAL GOLD Mr1n1nG Co, Lrw1TeD.—By an order made by Stirling, 
z. - coved Feb 4, it was Cage oe the company be wound up. Whitfield, 
insbur: vement. solor, er in person 
HINDLE @ MORRISH, Lawrie —Petn for winding up, presented Feb 21, directed 
to be heard before North, J., on Saturday, March 3. Linklater & Oo, Bond ct, 
Walbrook, solors for er 
SoutH Lonpon STEAM LAUNDRIES, LIMITED, — y, J., has fixed March 5 at 12, at 
his chambers, for the appointment of an official iquidator 


UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
CARDIFF SAVINGS Bank.—Stirling, J., has fixed Thursday, March 8 at 12, at his 
chambers, for the appointment of an official liquidator 
FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. 


oe JUVENILE FoRESTERS’ Socrety, Goat Coffee Tavern, York rd, Batter- 

sea. Feb 20 

YstTrap BENEFIT Society, Lloyd Jack Arms Inn, Lianfihangel, Ystrad, Talsarn 
Cardigan. Feb 21 

London Gasette.—TuEsDAY, Feb. 28. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

EQUESTRIAN AND PUBLIC BurLpInes Co, Luurrep.—Creditors are required, on or 
before March 31, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their 
debts or claims, to George Sneath, 44, Gresham st. Thursday, April 12 at 12, is 
appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the debts and claims 

GENERAL AUCTION, ESTATE, AND Monetary Co, Limirep.—Oreditors are re- 
quired, on or before March 21, to send their names and addresses, and the par- 
ticulars of their debts or claims, to John Young, 41, Coleman st. Tuesday. 
April 10 at 12, is appoiated for hearing and adjudicating upon the debts and 


Royat Horet, VENTNOR, Lim1tED.—Chitty, J.. has fixed March 6 at 12.30, at his 

chambers, for the appointment of an official liquidator 
UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

CARDIFF SAvInas BANK.—Stirling, J., has fixed Thursday, March 8 at 12, for the 

appointment of an official liq tor 
CounTY PALATINE OF LANCASTER. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

WEst PANT-yY-GO SILVER LEAD MIntInG Co, LiwiTeD.—The Vice-Chancellor has, 
by an order dated Feb 21, appointed Benjamin Howorth, 26, North John st, 
Liverpool, to be official liquidator 

FRIENDLY SOCIETIES. 
SUSPENDED FOR THREE MONTHS. 


ALBION’s Hope FRIENDLY Society, Gate Inn, Donington, Ashby de la Zouch, 
Leicester. Feb 24 








CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 


UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
Last Day oF CLAIM. 
London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Feb. 17. 
MEBRETT, J JAMES, Cu Shoreditch, Funeral Carriage Proprietor. 
March King v Redeckrar yt on J. Snow, 22, College hill 
OwNswWoORTH, Jere Barnsley, Y Solicitor, March 12. Ownsworth v 
seus bau a 3 Be re Darnsy g Manufacturer. March 20. 
OSEP b \ 
Moore v Turner, itty, J. Jo Dudley 
Gazette.—TUESDAY, Feb. 21. 


M N, SAMUEL, Cheltenham, Builder. April 11. Gardner v Martin, District 
se registrar. Drew, Promenade pl, Cheltenham 
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London Gazette.— FRIDAY, Feb. 24. 
Luck, MicHakEt GrorGz, Fairfax rd, Ham oy March 15. Luck v Luck, 
Stirling, J. Marshall, Theobald’s rd, Gra: 
Morgzis. Pryce, Birkenh t Wenufacturer. March 26. Bevan v Morris, 
Kekewich, J. Kirk, 15, “Lord st, Liverpool 


London Gazette.—TUESDAY, Feb. 28. 


TUCKER, Fpwin BakER. Stone Allerton, Somerset, Farmer. March 20. Hatch v 
Tucker, Kay, J. Wade, Axbridge, nr Weston super Mare 





UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
Last Day OF CLAIM. 
Ikndon Goazette,—FrRipay, Feb. 17. 
ALLEN, GEORGE Ismay, Alexandra pk, Moss Side, nr Manchester, Merchant 
March 25. Hinde & 


¢ Co, Manchester 
ANSELL, CHARLES, Victoria rd, Aston, Warwick, Gent. March 31. Cottrell & 
March 20. 


Son, Birmingham 
Baker. ROBERT, Summett, Celderbrook, Lancaster, Drysalter. 
March 12. Osborne & Co, 


M Uttley & H Whitworth, Roch 
Biawoop, game Bristol, Wholesale Fish Merchant. 

March 31, Bircham & Co, Old 

8 
BULL, JOHN, Queen’s rd, Peckbam, Pensioner in Royal Navy. April 12. Read, 
Melbourne gr. East Dulwic 

CUVILLIER, CORNELIA, Patehull rd, Kentish Town. April 11. C. T. Whitmore, 
Grover & Grover, 


Lawford 1d, Kentish Town 
Davin, CHaeLes WILLIAMS, Ely rise, nr Cardiff. March 25. 
Cardiff 
Dennis, Catford hill 


May 1. Hutchinson & Son, 
Purse. < Gronor, Walthamstow, Essex, Yeoman. Marchi5. Ginn & Matthew, 


ge 
GREGORY, Epwarp, Holbeach, Lincs. April6. Sturton, Holbeach 
GREGORY, WILLIAM, Blackburn rd, Accrington, Innkeeper. March 10. Hall & 
Co, Accrington 
HAsDWICK a ELIZABETH, King’s Cross rd. March 27. Vandercom & Co, 


Wood- 
roffe, Gt Dover st 
— JOHN, Lakeside, Lancaster, Hotel Keeper, Marchi. Gatey, Winder- 


Bmx, Br RICHARD Newholm cum Dunsley, Whitby, Gent. March 9. Thornton & 
Simpson, Whitby 
Hosg, CaRO.Inz, Laura pl, Bath. March 23. Pearce, Bath 
JACKSON, Paras WARBURTON, Queen’s » Hotel, Cheltenham, Esq. March 24 
& Sons, Weston super Mar 
JONES, Rev DuNcAN LLEWELLIN Davies. Bruton, Bath, § 


Brown. Joun, Marazion, Cornwall, Esq. 
Broad 


Davis, THomas W1t11AM, Catford, Kent. March 31. 


as Jouy, Bradford, Boot and Boot Maker. 


HARRIS, WILLIAM EDWARD Batt, Battersea pk rd, Baker. March 31. 


Somerset, Clerk in Holy 


ers. March 25. Lasce)les, Narberth 
Key, WILLIAM, Windley, Derby, Gardener. March 25. Walker, Belper 
KIALLMARE, 9 te ome ae gdns, Bayswater, Gent. Aprili4. Simpson & 
, Gracechurch s' 


LAXTON, Henny, Apsley rd, Clifton, Bristol,Gent. March 24. Laxton, Bristol 
Lzz, Hanna, James st, Wolstanton, Stafford. Feb 23. Hollinshead & Moody, 


L Apeeasi, Little Abington, Cambridge. March 31, Eaden & Knowles, 


idge 
rm a, Nansladron, St Ewe, Cornwall, Gent. March 22. Coode & 
MATTHEW, MOoRDAUNT, Wells st, Oxford st, Gent. March 15. Furber, Gray’s inn 


aq 
MILLak, JOHN, Bethnal green, Physician. April 16. Guthrie, Chancery lane 
Moorz, Joun, Ackworth, York, Gent. March 20. Dixons & Horne, Wakefield 
MorGaN, ANNE, Chevenhall, Ross, Hereford. April4. Humfrys, Hereford 


we ge Bryngwyn, Lianfair p G, Anglesey, Gent. March 31. Avison 
Movtror,, nen Hagley rd, = aston, Birmingham, Glass Merchant. March 
25. Cot 4 - & Sons, Birm: 4 
Mammy, Henry Innes, Tynemouth, Northumberland, Major. April3. Neish & 
owell, Watling st 
vente 4 ALFRED, Beaufoy rd, Clapham, Retired Clothier. March 13. Davie, New 


——. > Hindringham, Norfolk. Feb28. Plunkett & Leader, St Paul’s 
Cy ll Leckhan.pton, Gloucester. March 1. Brydges & Mellersh, 


ABE ten 
REDFERN, JOHN, Oldham, Solicitor. April 22. Redfern & Co, Oldham 


RMEAL, WILLIAM, Union st, Southwark, Wine Merchant, March 17. Webb & 
‘To Montague close, Southwark 
SANDERS, ELIZABETH, Villa rd, Handsworth, Stafford. May 15, Cottrell, Bir- 


Gamnans, a Handsworth, Stafford, Gent. March 31. Cottrell & Son, Bir- 


3 
SKYNNBR, Wr1L1AM Henry, Cavendish St Marylebone, 
Higik Hichardon 6 Bedi Golden P 1 biader vt, Ganalng Town 
’ Y¥, on 
Rene 2 Wek Glee, Cae amie Town. 
crane, JOHN Harrison, Burley rd, Leeds, Butcher. April 7. Hemingway, 


SPeRRIN, SELINA, Olveston, Gloucester. March 24. Crossmann & Lloyd, 


ornbury 
Squiss, MARGARET, Falcon Court, Southwark. April 30. Woodcock, New inn 
Soemense, Pesan, who died at Mellicents, Egham, Aprilii. Roy & Cart- 
TORKINGTON. CHARLES, Clea1 mount, Weymouth, Clerk in Holy Orders, April 2. 


Byrne & Lu Surrey 
WILLIAMS, a —~ 4 rd, Birkenhead. March 15. Thompson & Hughes, 


ep 
WInNTLE, GEORGE, Elberton, Gloucester, Brick and Tile M: ° 
Qo 4 c SE ag anufacturer. March 


13. & Co, Thorn ° . 5. 
‘Woop, FLorEnce, Cheltenham parade, March 31. Groves, Middle- 
Chappell 


WOOLLARD, GrorGE, Queen st, Edgware rd, Butcher. March 16. 


Edgware rd 
London Gasette.—TUESDAY, Feb. 21. 


ATKINSON, JOuN. Everton Comotery, Fazakerle , Lan 
Je ’ d 





Bunsy, 3 yn Blagden, Paignton, Devon, Gent. March 31. Presswell & 


BRADBUBN, 1 Mi aoaay = “o bldngs, Bolton, Surveyor and Architect. March 10, 

Ric! n, 

BREEDEN, WILLIAM, Brighton rd, Rhyl, Gent. March 12. Foster, Birmingham 

Browne, WILLIAM SLEMAN, Cornhill, Underwriter. March 28. Walker, Cole- 
man st 

CoLLINsoN, JOHN RoBERT. Wright st, Kingston upon Hull, Shipbuilder. April 
2. Jackson & Sons, Parliament st, Hull 

CarTER, GEORGE WitLIaM LEE Ptumpree, Ashford, Kent, Esq. April 9. 
Fairfoot & Co, Clement’s inn 

Exson, RoBERT, Church rd, ny = Ah nr Birmingham, Brick Manufacturer. April 
12. Canning & Canning, B: ing! 

FAIRHURST, JOHN ANTHONY, ‘eae st, Liverpool, Licensed Victualler. May 
1. Harrison. Liverpool 

FRYER, Mg ee Hiichmond ter, Bournemouth, Gent. March 24. Moore & Raw- 

yming 

GoopENooGH., LOUISA, Horbury, York. Marchi, Williams, Wakefield 

GoopGER, HENRY, Conduit st, Leicester, Builder. Mar 31. Freer & Co, Leicester 

GRETTON, WILLIAM HENRY, The Coney Gree, Uphatherley, Glos, Clerk in Huly 
Orders. Mari5. Ticehurst & Sons, Cheltenham 

————, j, wanna, Park-lane, Wakefield, Farmer. Mar 1. Williams, Wake- 

HEATH, Sw Looped st, Sieminghem, Licensed Victualler. April16. Can- 
ning & Canning, Birmingham 

Huenzs.t HERBERT ALFRED, Dhulia, Khandish, Bombay, Clerk in the Indian 
Civil Service. Mar 31. Cure & Ball, Whittington avenue, E.C. 

Hurcgeees, cone. Savile park, Halifax, "Gent. Mar 23. Craven & Sunderland, 

uddersfie 

Kituicx, Sotomon, Barnes Green, Itchingfield, Sussex, Blacksmith. Mar 16. 
Coole, Horsham : 

LowE. JouHN, Victoria st, Northampton, Shoe Manufacturer. Mayi. Dennis & 
Faulkner, Northampton 

MITCHELL, ca, Storth perm, Birkby, Huddersfield, Farmer. Aprili. Long- 
bottom & Sons, Halifax P 

NICHOLLS, JoHN GIDDINGS, Rock Ferry, Chester, Glass Merchant. April 7. 
Johnsen, Liverpool 

Noack, ALBERT EDMUND, Bark pl. Bayswater, Builder. Mar 3i. Robins & Co, 
Gresham p Trnmnng Old Broad st 

NORMAN, JOHN MansuIP, Dencombe, Slaugham, Sussex, Esq. May 1. Rogers & 
Co, Westminster ehbrs 

Nutt, SAMUEL, Upper High st, Taunton. Feb 29. Cooksley, Taunton 

me GracE, Mill Fold, Cadley, nr Preston. Mar 30, Preston, Man- 
chester 

PAaTTESON, ANNE, Church st, Warwick. Mar 24. Morrell & Son, Oxford 

Poarus, ¢ Quones WILLIAM, Woodside Lodge, New Southgate, Gent. Mar 16. 
Blackmore & Shield, Alresford 

Rogers, REUBEN, Dalton rd, Barrow in Furness, Draper. Mar 23. Jackson, 
Barrow in Furness 

Hit1, RIcHArp, St James’s pl, Exeter, Gent. Mar 25. Tozer & Co, Exeter 

SmiTH, Henry, Leeds rd, ptheneiete, Cloth Dresser. Mar 23. Craven & 
Sunderland. Huddersfield 

ae Maky, Liverpool rd, Islington. Mari9, Adams, Finsbury circus 

WIrt11aM, Oxford st, Heigham, Norwich, Retired Builder. Mar 31. 

ae Miller & Co, Norwich 

WHITEHEAD, HARRIET, Morley, York. Apri0. Emsley & Co, Leeds 

WILEINsON, Sara ELLEN, Grimesthorpe, Sheffield, Sheep Shear Manufacturer 
Presswell & Son, Totnes 

Wit11aMs, RicHaRD, Peel Green rd, Barton upon Irwell, Lancaster, Farmer. 
April 17. Farrar & Hall, Manchester 

WILSHIN, Jason, Hayes, Farmer. March 28. Woodbridge & Sons, Uxbridge 

Wena. Lord, Iwerne Minster, Dorset. April 20. Lawford & Co, Austin 

' 


Weage, cone, Newtown, Somerset, Yeoman. March 15, Tucker & Forward, 








WARNING TO INTENDING HOUSE PURCHASERS AND LESSEES. —Before masheting 
or renting a geese ed the Sani —eoence shoroughly at yy an 
= 1t from The Sanitary Engin g & Ventilation Co., 115, Victoria-st. 
ster (Estab. 1878), cA also undertake the Ventilation of Offices, &c.  tanved 


should read a little book by Mr. B. BEASLEY, 
ton, London. Price 13 stamps. Theauthor, a 


. TAMMERERS AND 
Baron’s-court-house, W. Ken 
by a method entirely his own.—[ AD 


suffering nearly 40 years, cured 








BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
London Gasette.—FRIDAY, Feb. 24. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 

men sy Witu1aM, Birmingham, Merchant Birmingham Pet Feb 20 
BENSON, oS. aeane Witu1aM, Cheltenham, Tailor Cheltenham Pet Feb #0 
B ; Sa © L rfolk, B: rs Traveller Ki 

ow = = GC oy monse, King’s ynn, Norfolk, Brewer’s Trav ng’s 
Downy, Seauas, Shouldham, Norfolk, Butcher King’s Lynn Pet Feb22 Ord 


Braaea, ey =e Harleyford rd, Kennington, Engineer High Court Pet Feb 21 


Senenee , ce JOSEPH, Victoria rd, Finsbury pk, Contractor High Court 
Pet Jan 12 Ord Feb 21 
CALDICOTT, ARTHUR THUE RICHARD, Fairford, Gloucestershire, Painter Swindon Pet 
Feb 20 Ord Feb 20 
any, Cuaneae am Lovatace, Griffthstown, Mon, Carpenter Newport, Mon Pet 
e 
CaRTER, HENRY, Bristol, General Dealer Bristol Pet Feb20 Ord Feb 20 


CLEAVER, FRANCIS yomenas, pase | FREDERICK CLEAVER, jun, HENRY 
ee Basra, 3 ottingham, Lace Dressers Nottingham Pet Feb 0 
Mambilad, P 8) hi M 
vay, Cusniam, Mombiie’, nr Pontypool, Horse Slaughterer Newport, Mon 
 - MAUD, 1 Liverpool, Vocalist Liverpool Pet Feb 22 Ord 
Ord 


-—.. 
nome, ay, residence unknown, Widow High Court Pet Dec 21 


Court. 
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CRowraEn. Jor, Holmfirth, Yorks, Tinner Huddersfield Pet Feb 21 Ord 
1 


Davies, ieee. Aberdovey, Merioneth, Draper Aberystwith Pet Feb 22 
Ord Feb 22 
Dowson, CHARLES, Leeds, Bricklayer Leeds Pet Feb 22 Ord Feb 22 
ERNLEY. JOHN Henry, Upper Setington k, Stroud Green, Boot Repairer 
FERNTich Court Pet Feb 22 Ord Feb sin 
FLOOKS, Fomeee Mokrris, Merthyr Tyaail, Grocer Merthyr Tydfil Pet Feb 
21 ‘eb 21 
Foerms. a Joun, Goole, Yorks, Coal Merchant Wakefield Pet Feb 22 
ir e 
Ganper™. Janes Putt? Cobham rd, Barking, Builder High Court Pet Feb 20 
rc ep 
GEHRKE, ADOLPH BEKNHARD STE: Clarendon gdns, Maida hill, Clerk 
Aigh Court Pet Feb2: Ord Feb 2 
GouLD. EsngNEzeR TEMPLE, matbensne, Grocer Eastbourne and Lewes Pet 
Feb 22 Ord Feb 22 
GUGGENHEIM, 7 npg Auckland rd, Upper Norwood, Hop Merchant High 
Court Pet Feb 20 Ord Feb 20 
Hey, Bis. New Mill, nr Huddersfield, Farmer Huddersfield Pet Feb 21 Ord 
‘eb 21 


Howasts, BAuval, Burton on Trent, Machinist Burton on Trent Pet Feb 20 
e 
JOHNS, a ee H, Colebrooke ter, Islington, Gent High Court Pet Feb 6 


Jouns, Davio Ker, Pl Pieageced Deri, Glamorgan, Surgeon Merthyr Tydfil Pet 
e ir 

Kresy, WILLIAM Gatmae, Teignmouth, Baker Exeter Pet Feb20 Ord Feb 20 
Kuve, WILLIAM JAMES, Stafford, Grocer Stafford Pet Feb13 Ord Feb 21 
LorD, x fanepe, Oe Charles st, Lisson gr, Firewood Dealer High Court Pet Feb 21 
MOORE, Waitt, » Walton, Suffolk, Posting Master Ipswich Pet Feb 2 Ord 


MunpDAY, FREDERICK GEORGE, Broadway, Wimbledon, Dealer in Sewing 
Machines Kingston, Surrey Pet Fe ” 90 Ord Feb 20 
Pars, Misramw, Kingston upon Hull, Tailor Kingston upon Hull Pet Feb 20 
e 


PARLOUR, JOHN, wechestoy. Yorks, ioamerper Stockton on Tees and Middles- 
borough Pet Feb Ord Feb 20 
Parmg, soe Soe, 2 TF dhe othe ‘Werthaupten, Chemist Northampten Pet 
rd Fe 
Paitp, BENJAMIN Sarre, Hoctingten, nr Hounslow, Market Gardener Wind- 
sor Pet Feb 18 Ord Feb 1 
Pumsos, OxAntas, Bridgtown, nr pn Iron Roller Walsall Pet Feb 20 
2 


Feuname, = Derby rd, South Hackney, Oilman High Court Pet Feb 21 
'e 
PorsEss. sane, New Southgate, Horse Manager High Court Pot Feb 2t Ord 
e' 
Rippon. Epwin, Upper st, Islingtun, Chemist High Court Pet Feb 22 Ord 


e 
SIBERT, JOHN, Nottingham, Grocer Nottingham Pet Feb 20 Ord Feb 20 
Suitu, RIcHARD HENRY, "meena Importer of French Plushes Manchester 
Pet Feb 2 Ord Feb 2 
SPOONER, r=. Seusenster Staithe, Norfolk, Publican Norwich Pet Feb 20 
2 


Ord F 
STEPHINGS, THOMAS, Clifton, Dairyman Bristol Pet Feb20 Ord Feb 20 
SumMERS, MATILDA MARION, Broadwa » Wienteten, Musical Instrument Dealer 
Kingston, Surrey Pet Feb 2% rd Feb 
Sv. waa, JOSEPH, Bradford, Stuff 4+. 1 Bradford Pet Feb20 Ord 


Swa Ala CHARLES, Ludham, Norfolk, Auctioneer Norwich Pet Feb 21 
Fe t 
Tapeap. I Laws pAaaED, St John’s Wood rd, Auctioneer High Court Pet Feb 20 


om. Dates, peeewensten, Agricultural Implement Maker Swindon Pet Feb 


22 
TIPPING, PATRICK, Bolton, Greengrocer Bolton Pet Feb20 Ord Feb 20 
Wate. F HERBERT, Hastings, Grocer Tunbridge Wells Pet Feb 20 Ord 


Wanarex, Taoxas, Camberwell rd, Cheesemonger High Court Pet Feb 22 Ord 


WIDNALL, JOHN, Bradford, Yarn Finisher Bradford Pet Feb 9 Ord Feb 20 
va. Ouantmm, Sheepshed, Leicestershire, Baker Leicester Pet Feb 20 Ord 


20 
vases Pen, Harpenden, Hertfordshire, Farmer St Albans Pet Feb 
rd Fe 
WwW ue, JAMES ALBAN, residence unknown, Officer in Seaforth Highlanders 
igh Court Pet Jan20 Ord Feb 20 
Wirow. CHARLES, Canton, Cardiff, Grocer Cardiff Pet Feb20 Ori Feb 20 


The following amended notice is substituted - that published in the 
London Gazette of Jar. 
Baamp. Teomas Hopper, Sheffield, Merchant "Bheffield Pet Dec 31 Ord 
an 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


ALDRICH, BENJAMIN G, St Peter’s rd, Kingsland rd, Pianofurte Manufacturer 
Mar 2atil 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 

ATKINSON. ROBERT, Sowerby, nr chirsk, Auctioneer Mar 9 at 10.40 Depot 
Hotel, Lhirsk Junction, Thirs 

BEEVER, JAMES, Manchester, Tlarlete Worker. Mar5at1i1.30 Off Rec, Ogden’s 
chmbrs, Bridge st, Manchester 

anon. enc aaa WILLIAM, Cheltenham, Tailor Mar3at3.30 County Court, 

e! 
Brausp, JonHN WILTON, East Ham, Essex, out of business Mar 2 at 2.30 33, 
st, Lincoln’s inn 

CaLpIcorrT, ARTHUR RICHARD, Fairford. Gloucestershire, Painter Mar 3 at 11.30 
Oft Rec, 82, High st, Swindon, Wiltshire 

CARTER, CHARLES LovgLacz, Griffithstown, Mon, Carpenter Mar 6 at 12 Off 
Rec, 12, Tredegar Pe Newport, Mon 

CanTER, Hm may, Bristol, General Dealer Mar 7 at 12.45 Gt Western Hotel, 


Catron, JAMES ‘WILKINSON, Manchester, Clerk in Wy Orders Mar5at 12 Off 
» Ogden’s chmbrs, Bridge st, ches: 
peal, Horse oo Glenghatenee Mar 7 ati2 Off 


Covert, CHARLES, Mamhi nr Pont; 
Rec, 12, Tredegar pl, Newport, 
» ROWLAND and CHARLES JOH: HN CoRRIE, I .ichfield, Camp Furnishe:s 
Mar 6 at 1280 George Hotel, Lichfield 
Drxon, T'nomas, Leeds, Fiuiterer Mar5at11 Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 
DovuGuty, FREDERICK, Kington upon Hall, General Dealer Mar2at2 Off Rec, 
one phon gy tay ct, Old_ Broad st, Ad rertising Agent Mar 2at 
UEL, AI F&ED on ct, r 2atil1 
ee oe Portugal st, 2 inn fields 
¢ Bartholomew rd, Camden rd, Accountant Mar 2 at 2.30 
B tL... ma gl, Portugal st. Lincoln’s inn fields 


@ 





GorpDoN, Epwarp, Betdiington, Yorks, Butcher's Manager Mar 2 at11 Of 
Ree, 74, Newborough wt Bo arbo 
Gove, HERBERT WILLIAM, Weymouth, Provision Daaler Mar 2at3 Off Rec, 


atisbury 
HALL, Feawozs, Whitby, Watchmaker Marsati2 Station Hotel, York 
Manges, gasem, Norwich, Silversmith Mar 2 at 8 Off Reo, 8, King st, 


Hannes, LurwaLtty, Haverfordwest, Confectioner Mar2atiit Off Rec, Car- 
Howakp, ROBERT ALLEN, O14 Dalby, Leicester, Farmer Mar2ati230 28, Friar 
Leicester 


Howakrtu. SAMUEL, Burton on Trent, Machinist Mar 5 at 2.45 White Hart 
Hotel, Burton on Trent 

HyprE THomas, Bromley, Cook Mar 2 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Portugal st, 
Lincolu’s inn fields 

JACKSON, BENJAMIN, Miidlesborough, Clothier Mar 6 at 11.90 Off Rec, 8, 
Albert rd. Middlesborough 

JAQUES, PHILEMON PEMBERTON, Braiford, Shipowner Mar 5 at 11 Off Rec, 


31, 
: augier. Satter March 2 at 3.30 Off Rec, Ogden's 





Manor row, Bradto: 
JEPSON, x. Ricuaup HEwny, B : 
chmbrs, ge 8 ocheste 
Jowns, Rice, Bri Brighton, Baker March 6 at 1 Bankruptcy bldgs, Portugal 
Krepy, WILLIAM /, om Teignmouth, Baker March5at8 Off Rec, 13, Bed- 
ford circus, Exeter 
King, WittiaM James, Stafford, Grocer March 5 at 11.30 County Court, 


Stafford 
Lona, James, West Bradenham, Norfolk, Farmer March 3 at 12 Off Rec, 8, 
King st. Norwich 


MansHats. T THOMAS, upon Hull, Tailor March2ati Off Rec, Trinity 

ton, Lancashire, Hat Manufacturer March 22 at 2 

Moons, Ww: valeoe. Suffolk, Posting Master March 5 at 12 Off Rec, 2, 
Westgate 7, ID 


OrraxnEnt, EDWARD JO ,—% apa, Leicestershire, Leather Factor March 2 
vues, 5 — Whitby, Grocer March 6ati1 Off Reo, 8, Albert rj, Middles- 


Pratt, r Josue, Rey ft nr 8t Helen’s, Labourer March 6a412 Off Rec, 
ria s vel 
REAVELL, JOsEPH, Worthing, Bootmaker Marc 5 at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, 


oe Lincoln’s inn 
Llianfairp ll, Angelsey, Grocer March 5 at 12.30 
Queen’s + Cafe, 
Rowson, Ay ——— Sg Lancashire, Provision Broker March 20at2 Off 
ictoria 8 v 
SPOONER, JAMES, Brancaster Staithe, Norfolk, Publican March 3 ati Off Rec, 


8, King st, Norwich 
eraruixos, THOMAS, Clifton, Dairyman March 5 at 12.30 Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, 


to! 

Grommnoes, J. “ Lansiyen, Cornwall, Bootmaker March 3 'at 12 Off Reo, 
uscawen st, 

SUNDERLAND, JOSEPH. st. Bradford, Stuff Manufacturer March5 at3 Off Rec, 31, 

Manor row, B: 

Sway, ALrRED UiaRLts, Gt Yarmouth, Auctioneer March 8 at 11 Off Ree, 8, 
ng s' orw: 

TEAGO, Dante. yr - stor, Asriouitaral Implement Maker March 3ati2 Off 

ni 
TIPPING, ae, Bolton, Greengrocer March5at3 16, Wood st, Bolton 


Waragen, San » Gate Hill, Darlaston, Staffordshire, Grocer March 3 at 11.15 


WIDNALL, JOHN, _Feotiest, Yarn Finisher March 5 at12 Uff Rec, 31, Manor 
row, Bradford 
Wane, aaa, Sheepshed, Leicestershire, Baker March 5at3 28, Friar lane, 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


ARNO. WILLIAM CHARLES, Palmerston rd, Walthamstow, Gilder High Court 
Pet Feb y Ord Feb 20 

BELLAMY, THOMAS wasman, New Sleaford, Lincs, Brewers’ Agent Boston Pet 
Feb 13 Ord Feb 20 

Casnensen, 2 ARTHUR Recmano, Fairford, Gloucester, Painter Swindon Pet Feb 


, a 
Townhall, Ashton us ey 7 
ILLIAM, 


20 Ord Feb 20 
Cancow, Paubanicx R, Lewisham High rd, Dairyman Greenwich Pet Dec 30 
1 


CarTsR, CHARLES LOvgLACE, Griffithstown, Mon, Oarpenter Newport, Mon 
Pot Feb 20 Ord Feb 21 
CarTER, HENRY, Bristol, General Dealer Bristol Pet Feb 20 Ord Feb 20 


Coun, © Cpezeme, > ambiied, nr Pontypool, Horse Slaughterer Newport, Mon 
Ord ‘eb 
me. ecm ‘THOMAS ANDREW, High st, Wimbledon, Hairdresser Kings- 


ton, Su Pet Jan 30 Ord 
Dicks, WILLIAM BURTON. St m Sea, Commission Agent Hastings 
Pet Feb3 Ord Feb 21 
Dopason, JosEPH, Bradford, Boot Maker Bradford Pet Febié Ord Feb20 
Bram, youn, Frankwell, Shrewsbury, Painter Shrewsbury Pet Feb 1 Ord 
1100 xs, PREDERE EDERICK Monnis, Merthyr Tydfil, Grocer Merthyr Tydfil Pet Feb 
21 Ord Feb 21 
FosTgr, EBENEZER JOHN, Goole, Yorks, Coal Merchant Wakefield Pet Feb 21 
Ord Feb 22 
Gangs, < JAMES PHILIP, Barking, Essex, Builder High Court Pet Feb20 Ord 
GEHRKE, ADOLPH BERNARD WILHELM, Clarendon gdos, Maida hill, Clerk High 
Court Pet Feb 21 Ord Feb 21 
emery? param GEORGE, Sie, Dorsetshire, Gent Poole Pet Feb 2 
Hooker, STEPHEN J., Lewisham, Clerk Greenwich Pet Jan25 Ord Feb 20 
ate 5 Sommm, Burton on Trent, Machinist Burton on Trent Pet Feb 20 
Plaspoced Deri, Glamorganshire, Surgeon Merthyr Tyd- 


Jones. Davip KENT, P’ 
Pct Feb 22 
hton, Baker Brighton Pet Feb15 Ord Feb 22 


JonzES, RICHARD, Brigh 
Krispy, WILLIAM CHARLES, Teignmouth, Baker Exeter Pet Feb20 Ord Feb 20 


Kun, Bova Wag a ok, amd, Tenanees omas LaWRENCE Krkk, Nottingbam, Ulerks 
‘otting et 
Moons, ‘WinLtan, Walton, Suffolk, Posting Master Ipswich Pet Keb20 Ord 


20 
Newsenry, JAMES, Wareham, Machinist Poole Pet Feb4 Ord Feb 22 
Oxenmept,s JAMES, ae Dealer in Fancy Goods Exeter Pet Feb’ Ord 


PaRLouR, JOHN, Sto Stockton on Tees and Middles- 
rom Pet Feb 1 Ona + Saeed 
Payye, Jacop Hua, Northamptonshire, Chemist Northampton 





Pet Feb 21 Ord Feb 21 
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CHARLES, Rushden, Eeenmptentine, Shoe Manufacturer North- 
ampton Pet Jan7 Ord Feb 2 
PuHILuIPs, JouN, Devonport, Baker "East Stonehouse Pet Feb9 Ord Feb 20 
PICKOVER, JOHNSON, and DAvip CARRUTHERS, Burnley, Drysalters Burnley | 
Jan 20 Ord Feb 22 
PInDAR, JOHN, Bradford, Sanitary Engineer Bradford Pet Febié Ord Feb 22 


Prmscn, Guanine, Bridgtown, nr Cannock, Iron Roller Walsall Pet Feb 20 
POLLAKD, “ ane, Saree, Derby rd, South Hackney, Oilman High Court Pet Feb 21 
mee Avon, Lianfairpwilgwyngll, Anglesey, Grocer Bangor Pet Feb 8 

Liverpool Pet Feb 9 


Rowes, 2 ge Gt Crosby, Lancs, Provision Broker 


RUSSELL, E. "The Eeoadway, Hammersmith, Cheesemonger High Court Pet 


Sept 22 Ord Feb 2 
STAINES, WILLTAM, Staines rd, Upper Sunbury, Grocer Kingston, Surrey Pet 
Jan 24 Ord Jan 30 
Pet Feb 11 Ord 


cronies, JAMES, Luxulyan, Cornwall, Bootmaker Truro 

Tnase, Danan Simencester, Agricultural Implement Maker Swindon Pet Feb 
e 

TIPPING, PATRICK, Bolton, Greengrocer Bolton Pet Feb 20 Ord Feb 20 


a, HENRY, London rd, Enfield, Saddler Edmonton Pet Feb 13 Ord 
——— | Fgh » Cockspur st, Charing cross, Solicitor High Court Pet Aug 19 
Wipe, CHAnzEs, Sheepshed, Leicester, Baker Leicester Pet Feb 20 Ord 
WILTON, CHARLES, Canton, Cardiff, Grocer Cardiff Pet Feb 20 Ord Feb 20 


London Gasette.—TUESDAY, Feb. 28. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Aa, Soe Senman, Louth, Lines, Cabinet Maker Gt Grimsby Pet Feb 
25 Ord Feb 25 
a Aaasc, Macclesfield, Coach Proprietor Macclesfield Pet Feb 23 Ord 


e 
BEET, JOHN, Bingham, Notts, Clothier Nottingham Pet Feb 24 Ord Feb 24 
ae. WILLIAM, Curry Rivell, Somersetshire, Baker Yeovil Pet Feb10 Ord 
4 


Suffolk, Innkeeper Bury St Edmunds Pet Feb 23 | 
Lancs, Stonemason Bolton Pet Feb 28 Ord | 
Dewsbury Pet Feb 6 Ora | 





BLAYDON, ears, Woolpit, § 
Ord Feb 23 
BURTON, ALEXANDER, Radcliffe, 
3 


e 
CS, Soenen ANTHONY, Batley, Tailor 
1 


Cmare.2 PRISCILLA, Leicester, Boot Manufacturer Leicester Pet Feb 23 Ord 


CHARTER, Rennes WILLIAM, Westbourne rd, Barnsbury, Biscuit Manufacturer 
High Court Pet Feb 24 Ord Feb 24 

COLLINS, GEORGE, Maiden Newton, Dorsetshire, Bootmaker Dorchester Pet 
Feb 25 Ord Feb 25 

Cookson, ROBERT, Blackpool, Gent Preston Pet Feb7 Ord Feb 24 


CossTICK, GEORGE FREDERICK, Hove, Sussex, Lodging House Keeper Brighton 
Pet Feb25 Ord Feb 25 
Com eg Elsworthy terr, Elsworthy rd, Builder High Court Pet Feb 


rd Feb 25 7 
Day, JOHN, jun, Ash, Kent, Farmer Canterbury Pet Feb 23 Ord Feb 23 
Dykes, EDWARD, Diss, Norfolk, Cooper Ipswich Tet Feb 24 Ord Feb 24 


aes - THOMAS FREDERICE, Sheffield, Optician Sheffield Pet Feb 23 Ord 


e 

Fa, | ae HENRY, Gosport, Confectioner Portsmouth Pet Feb 23 Ord 
'e 

may JAMES, Eccles, nr Manchester, Salesman Salford Pet Feb 23 Ord 


ae WILtiAM ButmErR Hunt, Whitley, Northumberland, Clerk New- 
castle on Tyne Pet Feb 23 Ord Feb 23 
HEPWoRTH, SAMUEL, Dewsbury. Yorks, Joiner Dewsbury Pet Feb 25 Ord 
e 
JACKSON, BETSY, Nottingham, Dressmaker Nottingham Pet Feb 23 Ord Feb 28 
Kino, Tuomas, Eltham, Kent, Licensed Victualler Canterbury Pet Feb 25 
Ord Feb 25 


LEWIS, ALFRED, Litchfield rd, Grove rd, Mile End, Tailor’s Salesman High 
Court Pet Feb 25 Ord Feb 25 Pet Feb 
et Fe 


LEWIS, _——s — on thames, Watchmaker Kingston, 
e 
Locgwoop. WILLIAM, and Joun LEITH, St Helens, Lancs, Chemical Manufac- 
urers Liverpool Pet Feb 23 Ord Feb 23 
atley Carr, Yorks, Cloth Manufacturer Leeds Pct Feb 24 


Surrey 


t 

MATHERS, JOSEPH, 
Ord Feb 24 

NopDEN, RALPH, and Joun enEr, 
Crewe Pet Feb 23 Ord Feb 

Benmase, £5, North Shields, Ship Chandler Newcastle on Tyne 

r 23 

PARKER, CHARLES, Hammersmith rd, West Kensington, Fruiterer High Court 
Pet Feb 9 Ord Feb 24 

Pa GEORGE JAMES, Liverpool, Ship Broker Liverpool Pet Feb 24 Ord 


‘eb 24 

Tne. ANTONIO CARLO, Keading, Watchmaker Reading Pet Feb 24 Ord 
eb % 

PuGH, EDWARD JONEs, gag on 
Pet Feb 24 Ord Feb 

Fuau, WILLIAM PLatTTs, A Epwakp PuGu, Seem Victoria st, Heraldic 

Engravers High Court Pet Feb 24 Ord Feb 2 
a WILLIAM Hvucuss, Bootle, Lancashire, Desctatent Liverpool Ord 


RIDLEY, ROBERT, South Stockton, Yorkshire, Coal Dealer 
Middlesborough Pet Feb 23 Ord Feb 23 

ROOKE, STEPHEN, Barssley, Yorks, Stable Rosner s Assistant Bainsley Pet 
Febz3 Ord Feb 23 

ROSINDALE, SARAH, Leeds, out of business Leeds Pet Feb 25 Ord Feb 25 


Ree, Roaer. Landpo1t, Hampshire, Scale Maker Portsmouth Pet Feb 
1 


an Drayton, Joiners Nantwich and 
Pet Feb 23 


Severn, Worcester, Stonemason Worcester 


Stockton on Tees and 


— — JAMES, Blaina, Mon, Boot Dealer Tredegar Pet Feb 24 
rd Feb 24 
—_— eae, Kennington rd, Coroner’s Officer High Court Pet Dec 20 
ir 
TANDAM, WILLIAM, Dilham, Norfolk, Grocer Norwich Pet Feb 24 Ord Feb 24 
TURNER, EDWIN WHRALE, Aston — Birmingham, Butcher’s Manager Bir- 
minghiam Pet Feb25 Ord Feb 
WARREN, ‘Tuomas Oscar, Whitcombe. a Leicester sq High Court Pet Novs 


Waters, SAMUEL, jun, Grant oo Junction, Commercial Traveller 


Wandsworth Pet Feb 21 ova Fe 





The following amended notice is substituted 71 that published in the 
London Gazette of Feb 2 
& ruseenen, JAMES, Luxulyan, Cornwall, Sostmaber Truro Pet Febis Ord 


«b18 
FIRST MEETINGS. 


BARNES, ISAAC, Macclesfield, Coach Proprietor Mar 8 at 11 Off Rec, 23, King 
Edward st, Macclesfiel fd 
BARNES, SAMUEL Hicks, Falcon sq, Gum Ticket Manufacturer Maré ati2 33, 
Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 
Bates, GEORGE, Oxford st, Stepney, Horse Collar Maker Mar 6 at 2.30 33, 
Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 
cam, Se ‘ANN, Morthoe, Devon Mar 8 at 1.30 Sanders & Son, High st, 
rnstaple 
BETTS, FREDERICK GEORGE, Eieg's Lynn, Brewers’ Traveller Mar 9 at 10.30 
Court house, King’s Lyn: 
——- Ww i" "aed Rivell, Somersetshire, Baker Marsat4 Three Choughs 
ote eov 
BLAYDON, CHARLES, Woolpit, Suffolk, Innkeeper Mar 6 at 12.15 Off Ree, 2, 
Westgate st, Ipswich 
Boswil, FREDERICK, Birmingham, out of business Mar7atil 25, Colmore 


row, Birmingham 
BOWEN, —— Shouldbam, Norfolk, Butcher Mar 9 at 10.15 Court House, 
ing’s nn 
Brown, hd Brixton rd, Clerk Mar9atii 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 
BURTON, pjenancen, Radcliffe, Lancs, Stonemason Mar 8 at (11.15 16, Wood 
st, Bolton 
CALLOW, FREDERICK R, Lewisham High rd,Dairyman Mar 8 at 12 109, Vic- 


toria st, Westmiaster 

CL ARRICOATS, JOHN, Catford Bridge, Kent, Warehouseman’s Clerk Mar 6 at 12 
109, Victoria st, Westminster 

CLEAVER, FRANCIS FREDERICK, FRANCIS FREDERICK CLEAVAR, jun, and HEnry 
CLIFTON CLEAVER, Nottingham, Lace Dressers March 6 at 12 Off Ree, 1, 

My - pavement, Nottingham 
Oname, $i] Mavup, Liverpool, Vocalist MarSat3 Off Rec, 35, Victoria 
iverpoo 

noses, Mary, address unknown Marchéat11 33, Carey st, Lincoln’sinn 

CROWTHER, JOE, Holmfirth, Yorks, Tinner March 6 at11 Haigh & Son, Solors, 
New st, Hudderstield 


; Day; 5 comm, jun, Ash, Kent, Farmer March 7 at3 Fountain Hotel, Canter- 


uw 

| Dicks, WILLIAM BurTON, St Leonard’s on Sea, Commission Agent March 7 at 
12 4, Pavilion bidngs, Brighton 

DREW, GEORGE, Landport, ampenice, Writer in Dockyard, Portsmouth March 
12at3 166, Queen st, Portse 

DYEEs, gtd ane Diss, Norfolk, Cooper March 6 at12.45 Off Rec, 2, Westgate 
st. SWIC. 

FROsT, _Wintian ayes. @ Gosport, Hampshire, Confectioner March 12 at 4.30 
146, Queen st, 

GODF ar, ms IAM BULWER Hunt, Whitley, Northumberland, Clerk March 8 

3 Off Rec, Pink lane, Newcastle on Tyne 

GREEN, lueae Evelyn st, Deptford, Boot Manufacturer March 8 at 3 109, Vic- 
toria st, Westminster 

Hirst, Ett, ‘New Mill, nr Metacsehel, Farmer March 6 at 3 Haigh & Son, 
solors, New st, Huddersfiel: 

HOLYOAKE, FRANCIS EDWAED, Russell rd, Kensington, Retired Captain in Army 

March 6at11 16 Room, 30 and 31, St Switbin’s lane 

HORSLEY, JOHN WALEER, Southpcrt, Mantle Manufacturer March 7 at 3 Off 
Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 

Isonsat, SYDNEY, Ebbw Vale, Mon, Grocer Mar 7 at 12 Off Rec, Merthyr 


y 

JACKSON, Betsy, Nottingham, Dress Maker March 7 at 12 Off Rec, 1, High 
pavement, Nottingham 

KovuGu, KICHARD Go¥FF, Newington cres, Newington Butts, Merchant March 9 
atii Bankruptcy bldgs, Portugal st 

LADYMAN, GEORGE Hagrison, Daleview rd, Stamford Hill, out of business 
March 7 at11 33, Carey at, Lincoln’s inn . 

LITTLE, BRYANT GEORGE, Landport, Hampshire, Engiseerin Navy March 12 rt 
3.50 166, Queen st, Portsea 

LovEJoY, C WARLTERS, ‘Southampton row, Holborn March 8ati1 33, Carey st, 
Lincoln’s inn 

MATTHIEU, AUGUSTUS CHARLES, Salisbury rd, Upper Holloway, Baker March 8 
ati2 33, Uarey st, Lincoln’s inn 

McANULTY, PAUL, Birmingham, Woollen Merchant March 9 at 12 Off Rec, 22, 
Park row, Leeds 

MEEK, CHARLES, Barnet, Boot Dealer March 7 at 11 16 Room, 30 & 31, St 
Swithin’s lane 

NORDBYE, AXEL, North Shields, Ship Chandler March 8 at 2 Off Rec, Pink lane, 
Newcastle on Tyne 

OWEN, JOHN, Bangor, Bute cher March 29 at12 Queen’s Head Cafe, Bangor 


Puitp. BENJAMIN BATTEN, Harlington, nr Hounslow, Gardener Maréat3 1(9, 
Victoria st, Westminster 

Piac, WILLIAM SorH, St Osyth, Essex, Licensed Victualler Mar9ati1 Town- 
hall, Colchester 

Pu on, EDWARD JONES, Upton on Severn, Stonemason Mar 9 at 11 Off Rec, 

orcester 

ROBERTSON, JOHN, Ludgate hill, Poulterer Mars at 12 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s 
inn 

Sanosrin, Ri Robert, Landport, Hants, Scalemaker Mar 12 at 4 166, Queen st, 

ortse 

SHARPE, ALFRED, Huddersfield, Leather Currier Mar 7 at 3 Haigh & Son, 
solors, New st, Huddersfiel 

SRUTT, JOHN, Penkridge, Staffs, Farmer Mar7at12 Off Rec, St Peter's close, 
Wolverhampton 

SIBERT, JOHN, Nottingham, Grocer Mar 7 at 11 Off Rec, 1, High pavement, 
N ottingham 

SMALL, WILLIAM GEORGE, Bradwell near the Sea, Essex, Farmer Mar 7 at 11 
County Court, Maldon 

SPEDDING, ‘l'HOMAS, *Chickenley, nr Dewsbury, Yorks, Publican Mar 6 at3 Off 
Rec, Bank chbrs, Batley 

STEGGALL, ROBERT, Paddington st, Grocer Mar 7 at 2.30 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s 


inn 
STONE, HENRY PALMER, Clarendon rd, geagington, Director of Public Com- 
panies March 8 at 11 Cannon st Hote 
sa, ee WwW — Wokingham, Berks, Fe ll March 15 at 12 Queen’s Hotel, 
adi 
THORPE, Wi TELIAM, Sandon, Essex, Farmer March 10 at 11.30 Shirehall, Chelms- 
March 7 at 1 


WALDER, HxeRBERT, Hastings, Grocer County court blidgs, 


Hastings 
WILLIAMS, AMBROSE, Edgware rd, Kilburn rise, Timber Merchant March 7 at 
12 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
ame) 14 TaTHamM, Louth, Cabinet Maker Great Grimsby Pet Feb 25 
ee JOHN, Pleasiey, Derbyshire, Farmer Nottingham Pet Feb 13 Ord 
e 
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Banxert, D be om Ludgate hill, China Warehouseman High Court PetJan | Parr, Guenes James, Liverpool, Ship Broker Liverpool Pet Feb 23 Ord 


24 
om" Janae, J Jermyn st, St James’, Cheesemonger High Court Pet Oct 15 | | Pacey, Som RoseErt, Kingsland rd, Restaurant Keeper High Court Pet Feb7 Ord 
Ord 


BETTS. eo+ Susnee, King’s Lynn, Brewer’s Traveller King’s Lynn Pet | Puau, wee JONES, 3. Upton on Severn, Worcestershire, Stonemason Wor- 
cester Pet Feb 


Feb 21 Ord Feb i Feb 2% 
BLAYDON, ——  Woolpit, Suffolk, Innkeeper Bury st Edmunds Pet Feb 23 | RIpLey, og hy uh comet Me Gout Dealer Stockton on Tees and Middles- 
Ord 25 e 
Bosw. =i, Fomanecn, Birmingham, out of business Birmingham Pet Feb? | | RosmepAti 8 SARAH, Hunslet, Leeds, out of business Leeds Pet Feb25 Ord 
) ‘e 
BROADBRIDGE, Jaagee WILLIAM, St Leonard's on See, Bookseller Hastings Pet Sanosren, Roneet, Landport, Soalomaker Portsmouth Pet Feb 16 Ord 
30 Ord Fe 


BURBOW, ALEXANDER, Radcliffe, Lancs, Stonemason Bolton PetFeb23 Ord | | Groom, sm, Brancaster Staithe, Norfolk, Publican Norwich Pet Feb 18 


CALVERLEY, Henry, Huddersfield, Hosier Huddersfield PetFeb9 Ord Feb 24 | | Commas, 2 Matimpa Marion, Broadway, Wimbledon, Musical Instrument 


hey, SE Sey SR PO ee oe ee oe | | sxmeqenane, eee *Broliced: Stal’ Manufacturer” Bradford Pet Feb 2 


‘eb 23 
4 Ord Feb 24 
CROWTHER, Jor, Holmfirth, Yorks, Tinner Huddersfield Pet Feb 21 Ord WALLACE, Fuxpeatc, Manningham, Yorks, Stuff Merchant Bradford Pet Feb 


D Esra, Ba Apex Homes, Old Jewry chmbrs, Solicitor High Court Pet Nov 2% Ww annicx, ‘Tuas, Camberwell rd, Cheesemonger High Court Pet Feb 92 











0 

UGHTY, WILLIAM pat, Kingston upon Hull, Colour Manufacturer ton 

DOUGHTY, Tl Pet ton bo Ord Bob as Kings WarrcuEn, Jussx, West Cowes, I.W., Tailor Newport and Ryde Pet Feb it 
Dowson, CHARLES, Leeds, Bricklayer Leeds Pet Feb 22 Ord Feb 22 


FERNIEY, Ne assy, Uoper Tolington pk, Stroud Green, Builder High Gazette of Dec 
our et Fe r - R i } 
yeanes, @ GEORGE Hammond, Oid Kent rd, Tailor High Court Pet Feb13 Ord (Roum. the Dantes Onier ae Be ia dings in Wi L— aoe 


FRank, Avousrus, Richmond. rd, rd, Bayswater, Umbrella Manufacturer High Warasgapes, est Kirby, Cheshire, Bootmaker Birkenh Pet Dec 9 
Jou et Fe rr ‘eb 
FRoogat, THOMAS FREDERICK, Sheffield, Optician Sheffield Pet Feb 23 Ord | The following amended aw ny is substituted oe that published in the 


Gazette of 
Foon, Wustan Hexar, Gosport, Hampshire, Confectioner Portsmouth Pet | | Hearn, THomas Hoppge, Sheffield, Merchant Sheffield Pet Dec 30 Ord Feb7 


GaRnErr, gaan Eccles, nr Manchester, Salesman Salford Pet Feb23 Ord | | 


Harcourt, ALFRED, Norwich, Silversmith Norwich Pet Feb15 Ord Feb 23 SALES OF ENSUING WEEK. 


| Mt 
arch 7.—Messrs. FAREBROTHER, ELLIs, CLARK, & Oo., at the a at 2 p.m. 
Hoon spay, , Se, Park rd, Dulwich, Builder High Court Pet Jan 28 Ord | Freehold and Leasehold Properties (see Advertisement, Feb. 25. 
Hoosert, Barrier, Amwell st, Clerkenwell, Haberdasher High Court Pet Jan | | March 7.—Messrs. EDWIN Fox & BOUSPIELD, — Mart, at : P. mi ++ Freehold 
23 Ord Fe 


Glount lente (see advertisement, Feb. 25, 
HORSLEY, Ou SAE, Southport, Mantle Manufacturer Liverpool Pet Feb 


JACKSON, BENJAMIN, EiAdiesboreneh, ¢ Clothier Stockton on Tees and Middles- | 
borough Pet Feb 10 Or 


The following amnnind aetiee is oubettinted for that published in the 














BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


JOHNSON, BENJAMIN, East Dereham, | ae Norwich Pet Janis Ord Feb 23 BIRTHS. 
King, WILLIAM JAMES, Stafford, Grocer Stafford Pet Feb13 Ord Feb 23 Beene FS. 8, Gh Die, hes CN ED ey Dae, Le 
Ww, 0 
ee tp 5 Tarrant, Hampshire, Farmer Salisbury Pet Janome. *Feb. 15, at New Malden, the wife of Charles Jerome, solicitor, of a 
r e 


LEwIis, ALFRED, Litchfield rd. Grove rd, Mile End, Tailor’s Salesman High SipwEy.—Feb. 16, at Bowes-park, N., the wife of T. Stafford Sidney, barrister-at- 
Court Pet Feb25 Ord Feb 25 law, of a daughter. 
iano, Jame, © West Bradenham, Norfolk, Farmer King’s Lynn Pet Feb 16 
r 


Lop « J JAMES, O 28, Charles st, Lisson grove, Firewood Dealer High Court Pet Feb 21 CONTENTS. 


LoveEsoy, C Wisssiee, Southampton row, Holborn High Court Pet Dec 1 UURRENT TOPICS...ccc..es-coccesses 283 | LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL -...+--++ 292 
rd Feb 23 THe AMENDED LAND TRANSFER Mp. Justice GRANTHAM ON WHIP- 









MarmEns, Josarn, Leeds, Woollen Cloth Manufacturer Leeds Pet Feb24 Ord ILL sect seee see teee sees PING AS A PENALTY ...-n0 -+eee+s 292 
SALE BY A TENANT yon) LIFE UuDEs LeGaL News cocce 29 
MORLEY, Jo OHN LESLIE, Croydon, Wood Broker Croydon Pet Feb 14 Ord Feb 22 THE SETTLED LAND ACT, 188 CourRT PAP&RS ....- 


NonpbyE, AxeL, North #hiclds, Ship Chandler Newcastle on Tyne Pet Feb 23 ee MARRIAGE OASE « 
Ord Feb 2 EWS . «seo. 


OWEN, JOHN, Matec, Butcher Bangor Pet Feb18 Ord Feb 24 Taw Soca 0. re ae | 


EDE AND SON, London Gazette. 











FIRE |! ! ‘BURGLARS ! 1 “EDE AND SON, 


JOHN TANN’S ROBE HEA MAKERS, | | Advertisements can be received st these Offiocs 


ig any sary ante agg ee ae 
“ANCHOR RELIANCE” To Her Majesty, the 85 Soe , the Whole of Mondays and Thursdays. 


am | GOVERNMENT EXPEDITION FEES 
FOR JEWELLERY, PLATE, DEEDS, BOOKS, &c, 
































ROBES FOR QUEEN’S COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS. | (ON LATE ADVERTISEMENTS). 
SOLICITORS’ DEED BOXES, Law Wien Germs? omen, Tucedays and Fridays “1118 wm 108 
FIRE RESISTING SAFES, £4 10s., £5 6s., and £8 5s. d Olerks of the Peace. ¥ A a 5 
LISTS FREE CORPORATION po UNIVERSITY AND CLERGY GOWNS. REYNELL & SON, 
il, NEW G AT ST . ESTABLISHED 1699. ‘London Gazette” and Gen General Advertising 
E ST., LONDON, E.C.| 94 cuanceRy LANE, LONDON. 44, CHANCERY LANE, W.c. 
AW.—Situation Wanted, Country, b (Opposite Lincoln's Inn Gateway). 
~ Sos General Clerk —— oes SEVEN PEA GENT. REGISTERED FIRST MORTGAGES. ESTABLISHED BY THE LATE GEO. REYNELL IN 1812, 
ounty co oftiice preterr salary mod: 
reinrences.—Apply to H. JEFFRIRS, care of M MESSRS. AUSTIN & CO. | (:27,000.—Wanted, to Borrow, on Security 
ootner & Son, Solicitors, Andover. ( > Mr. CO. H. TINDAL) £ of good 
AW.—Articled Ulerkship.—Vacanc Medien Portuese, Mr. C. H. 7 annual ren £1,975.—Address, PIGNERO, 25, Nevill- 
old Lincoln’s-inn office. 7 sw com Bag 158, Gresham House, Old Broad-st-, E.C., | street, Tan Wells. 
Baye LEX, care of Warner, 11, Bell-yard, Temple AND 
Kansas City, Missouri, U.8.A., 








I you want Money without Fees—amounts 


AW.—A Solicitor, arranging to open 9. Cagsuaa, personally I applying elsewhere see Mr. 
Branch Law Offices, invites ~ Prot | N tiate First Mortgag2s on Improved Freeholds in URN, personally if possible, 43, Great Tower- 


Management from Gentlemen competent to conduct the nited States of America in amounts not exceed- 
Legal Business without supervision.—Address, with | ing 50 per cent. of the actual cash value of the secu- GENTLEMAN, retired after 30 years’ 
copies of testimonials and expected remuneration, to | rity, g interest at the rate of 7 cent. per ‘AC L clase Pies 

OmeGa LEX, at Horncastle’s, 61, Cheapside, London. | annum, payable half-yearly on presentation of coupon service in the 7 Cane, Sa ® 





AW COsIS and AOCOUUNTS.—Books at kets a ae on ap lication either to thes own Offiews in 


Posted and Audited; Bills of Costs prepared 
for Taxation or Delivery on moderate terms; Attend- 
ance at Solicitors’ own Offices.—BLaKE & &'Co., Ac- 
countants and Auditors, 17, Holborn, London, E A. 
and at 3, Upper Fountaine-stree treet, Leeds. 


YOUNG SOLIOITOR (LL. ~~ ay ), who 
and Conveyancing, desires a ae aety, Cie ia tow in town 


- country with p of work; 5 Righoes zea 
nominal sala hee ess, F', J., Office of this Paper. Paper. 

















the Resident Partner, Mr. C. INDAL, or to the 
firm’s Solicitors, Messrs. J. & W. MavpeE, Arundel 
House, Arundel-street, Strand. 





ETECTLVE OFFICES (Qid-estebliched) 


—Divorce, Li Foe, W Persons, 
and es ~~ of INQUIRIES. 8) Terms to 
Solici vee erienced Male and Female Detectives. 


(late Inspector 
Police), 9! 9, Adam- Sy Strand, London. 





CERTLEAN, who served his Articles 
with a leading firm of Solicitors in 


is open to an Seas 
Thetate “Ets, 


‘Address, Box 6, B. 
Manchester. 
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M* G. F. HUGGINS, 89, Chancery-lane, 
W.C., Solicitor (First in First Class pidnouse, 
Easter, 1880, and Winner of the Clement’s-inn Prize. 

and of the Birmingham La y 


wi ituden Class an 

the Post for Solicitors’ FINAL and INTER: 

poli qpplladiinn, peony ox ta ietton ae tes tal caver: 
applica ly or by le or see ver- 

ent in Lp oY yoy! Journal.” 
RESULTS.—The First items with 6 others in the 
Honours List for January were ; and of 19 sent up 
forthe Final 18 Lge At ate ty FB; Eraminations nearly 
one-th “" Z the er hl vee od Boog — i. 
, ird 


cluding F' i 
154 is Final Beppe last year, Be 12 2 of t leur obtained 


R. BH. 8. BOWEN, B.A., LL.B. (First- 
claes Honours in Common Law and Equity. 
ian University, 1882). pute of “Outlines of 
Performance.” EPARES for the Bar 
and Solicitors’ EXAMI NATIONS and London Law 
Degrees.— Address, 4, Stone-buildings, Lincoln’s- 


, W.C. 
RESULTS IN 1887. 
Solicitors’ Final,—20 sent up, 18 bh 
ALL sent up for Solio, liminary, Inter- 
mediate, and Intermediate LL.B., passed. 
Bar Eram.. Hilary, 1888.—4 sent up, 4 passed. 


ME. T. B. NAPIER LL.D. sxe Joke Balan 
of “ Final | Digest.” Joint Editor 
of Jurist, and Mr. R. STE 
( 7 RR, Law. &o. - int. Baiter” 2 
Jurist, &c., prepare for the Solicitors’ Examinations, 
rivately. ‘in class, and by correspondence.—Apply 
Mr. NariER, 2. slow-crant, Lincoln’s-inn, or Mr. 
STEPHENSON, 3, Plowden-buildings, Temple. 
BABRISTER-AT-LAW (LL. 2. London, 
First in First-Class Honours in Jurisprudence 
— Roman eC and Honoursman in Common Law 
Equity) for Legal Examinations. 
Tuition for ths Solicitors’ Intermediate and 
Final, ist and 2nd LL B., Studentship and Scholar- 
ip Examinations, privatel or in class, at his 
Gheasbers, 1st and 2nd LL.B. Oral Classes to com- 
mence in April ; Correspondence Classes for the same 
can be joined at any time for the whole or part of 
course. ‘ Recent successes of Pupils include that 
of the 1st in 1st Class ~y wy Intermediate LL me 
1888.”—For terms. ply to * JURISCO 
SULTUS,” care of his tie” Mr Burnett, 9, Ol 9, Old. 
square, Lincoln’s-inn. 


TIMSON’S LIST of PRUPERTIES for 
SALE for the aronent month contains 2,000 invest 
ments and can be had free. Particulars inserted without 
poe ed It is the recognized medium for selling or pure 
rty by private contract.—Mr. Srimsoy, 

Asotionser, Gare urveyor and Valuer, 3, New Kent-road,8.E. 


B >. A. REEVES, LAND J AGENT ‘and 
VEY ALE CHAMBERS, 27 

CHANCERY 

Freeold and LANE, is prepared to conduct Sales o 


te terms. The Management of Propert d 
Collection of Rents undertaken. vita ha 


— THAMES STREE fr, E.C.—To be 
oing concern, a valuable lon 
LEASBHOLD ) PROPE TY (now used as bonded 
warehouses), situate near Southwark- bridge, posses- 
sing a frontage to the River Thames of about 150 ft. * 
areturn frontage of about 70 ft. The buildings are 
of substantial and omit consti uction, and com- 
prise excellent “well ih ground floors, and five 
p - g a “y A. hted), good offices, strong 
c. y is admirably adapted for 
divicion if sequised. pont block having a waterway to 
the river and access to the street. The buildings are 
fitted with the most approved lifting apparatus, 
steam cranes, &c. From the convenience of landing 
and access to the street the warehouses are very suit- 
—- A for bond ded tea warehoures.—For particulars 
to Mr. H. A. ALEXANDER, Surveyor, 72, 

epply street, London. E C. 


gk may to be LET. — Some “aplendid 
8 in a fine building close to the Law 
Courts, the Patent Office, ont the Uhancery-lane 
= be oan lighted by electric light, and with 
solicl or, law fone moderate ret Sik-oheaie wm 
- n ent.— 

Collector’s Office, in the Hall of 63 and 6s, Ohan- 

py . 
So, and Others Seeking 
close to the Law Courts.—A 
splendid Suite of two, three, or five rooms to be Let, 
in a fine Building quite near the Law Courts, and 
adjoining the Chancery-lane Safe Deposit. Lighted 
by electric light and every convenience; moderate 


at the Collector’s Office, in the Hall of 
cery-lane. 




















Oiens Wen wa CHAMBERS, — Lofty 
-! Offices and Chambers to 
okt ti tens See mt, ees fe 
(opposite the New Law Courts). Also well- 
Rooms for Meetings, Arbitrations, &c,-- 
Sil en ogee Lanene & & Co.. Chartered Account- 


\O the LEGAL PROFESSION.—Excel- 
lent Chambers in New- vmod nad Let; three 
Tuunaoob & Mantar, Hetate Ancataas on Apply 
lane, W.O. saermiaes 





KENSINGTON. 

By order of the Mortgagees.— Long Leasehold Invest- 
ment, No. 83, Victoria-road, ne enaln ensington-park- 
gusdene, | let on i soa at lane — of £160 per 
annum ; lease 4 ph years 

EsSRS. E. UROUCHER “e OO. will 
SELL the above valuable semi-detached 

RESIDENCE, atthe MART, Tokenhouse-yard, E.C., 

on TUESDAY, ?, MARCH 6, at TWO. 

Particulars of ne Woodroffe, . Solicitor, 2%, 
Lincoln’s-inn-fields, W.0.; and of the Auctioneers, 
76, Chancery-Jane, Cc 
To Land Buyers. Speculators. and Investors.—By 

TE tama 4 acres old Land at 


ESSRS. E. E. CROUCHER & OO. will 

SELL by AUCTION. at the MART, Token- 

a wae, Lothbury, on TUESDAY, MARCH 6. at 

our Lots, the valuable FR 

BUL ILDING -_—_are, forming a portion of Weald- 

stone also remaining unsold _ portion of the 

Wealdstone one Estate, H. Harrow-on-the- with exten- 

sive a to main road, and close to the Harrow 
= Kn nn adapted for subdivision in plcts. 


wlees & Co, 
scinttor. 26, pee erartin’ «lane, Oannon-s' s C.; and 
of the Auctioneers, 76 Chancery-lane,W.C. 
Sy tad aya re 
Freehold Shop d Dwelling- houses, 
ESSRS. i. E. 0 QUOHER k CO. will 
oa s by AS AUCTION, at the MART. Token- 
house- ao7erd TUESDAY. MARCH 6, at TWO, 
FREE OLD. ‘SHOP. 35, Brita t, and Nos. 
84, 36, 38, 40, and 42, —— Gray’s-inn-road, 
producing £134 per annu 
Particulars of Messrs. "Sarr & Co.. Solicitors, 12, 
Abchurch-lane, E.C.; and of tke Auctioneers, 76, 
Chancery-lane, W.C. 


By order of the Mortgagee. —Nos. 1, 2, and 3, Roval- 
terrace, rd’s-lane ; Three Shops and Dwelling- 
nouses (ons come uovfinished ). Lease 80 years, with low 
groun 

ESSRS. ‘BE. E. CROUCHER & OU. will 
SELL the above by AUCTION, at the MART, 

E C., on sumeoas. MAROH 6, 6, at TWO. 

Parti of T. M. Jenkins, Esq., Solicitor. 5, 

Tavistock-street. Strand; and of "the Auctioneers, 76, 

Chancery-lane, W.C. 


CITY OF LON DON. — 

By Order of the Mortgagee.—Near to the Customs 
A din the Centre of the Wine and Shipping 
Trades. — Exceedingly valuable long -leasehol 
Property, com’ ing a handsome Modern Buildin : 
of 5 floors, witb 2 capacious cellars, situate and 
being No. 14, Water-lane, between Tower-street 
and wer Thames-street, covering an area of 
about 2.250 feet, and producing a rental. together 
with the estimated rent of the third floor unlet, of 
£910 annum. The Property is situated near to 
the toms House and Mark-lane Station on the 
Metropolitan Lg ae in the heart of the Shipping, 
Wine, Fish. and Fruit Trades. and affords an ad- 
mirab'e eppertaatiy So to Capitalists and others of 
obtaining an exc eodingh Orion ey investment ; 
which will be SOLD by 

ESSRS, KING & “OHASEMORE, at the 

A MART, Tokenhouse-yard, Lonion. ¥ E. C. ( 

less an acceptable offer re previous' rai made to the 

Au-tioneere), on MONDAY, MARCH 19th, 1888, at 


TWO o’clock in the ently 
Particulars and conditions of sale may be obtained 
of Messrs. Medwin, Davis. er, & Cotching, Solici- 
tors. Horsham, Sussex; Messrs. W.O©. Hayne & a : 
27, Chancery-lane, wc; ; and of Messrs King & 
Coasemore, Land and Timber Surveyors, Horsham, 
jussex 


ulars, &c., of Messrs. 








SALES BY AUCTION FOR THE YEAR 1888, 

ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, 
FARMER, & BRIDGEWATER beg to announce 

shat their SALES of LANDED ESTATES, Investments, 

Town, Suburban, and Country Houses, Business Premises, 

Building Land, *Ground- rents, Advowsons, Reversions, 

Stocks, Shares, "and other Properties, will be held at the 

Auction Mart, Tokenhouse-yard, near the Bank of Eng- 

and, in the City of London, as follows :— 

Tues., May 15 Tues., July 31 

Tues , March 13 Tues., May 29 es., Aug 7 

Tues., March 20 Tues , , Jane 5 Tues., Aug 14 

Tues., March 27 | Tues., June 12 

Tues., April 10 Tues., June 19 

Tues., April 17 * 

‘Tues., April 24 

Tues., May 1 

Tues., May 8 


Auctions can also be held on other days. "In order to 
insure proper publicity, due notice should be given. 
The period between such notice and the proposed auc- 
tion must considerably depend upon the nature of the 
i ¢ rty to be sold. A printed scale of terms c:n be 
a fry 80, Cheapside, or will be forwarded. Telephone 


KSSRES., DEBENHAM, TEWSUN, 

Al FARMER, & BRIDGEWATER’S LIST of 

ESTATES and HOUSES to be SOLD or LET, including 

Landed Estates, Town and Country Residences, Hunting 

and Shooting Quarters, Farms, Ground Rents, Rent 
Charges, House Sepa and Investments generally, is 

published on the first day t-_ each month, and may be 

abtained, free of charge, at their offices, 80, Cheapside, 
£.0, or will be sent by post in return for three stamps,— 

for inserticc should be received not than 

four days previous to the eud of the preceding month, 





e8., 6 








KNIGHTSBRIDGE. ; 
By order of the Executors.—To Moblemen. Members 
He the bt pty — = . ee ts, and 
others —A com: ou Siiange ¢ ig, with 
coach houses, oe rooms, and dwellin 


One or 
TER KNIGHT will. SELL by — 
AUCTION. at the MART. on TUESDAY, 

MARCH 6th, at TWELVE for ONE (amen = < 

the interim), the above ESTATE, with posseesi 
Particulars of Messrs. Allen & Son, Solicitors, 17, 

Carlisle-street, Soho; also of the Auctioneer, 104 

Great Russell- ‘street, W.C. 


” By order of the Executors of George Parker, 
eceased, 


d 
M* WALTER KNIGHT will SELL by 
AUCTION. at the MART, on TUESDAY, 
ARCH 6. at Tw ELVE for ONE, the following — 
PRor ERTIES 
A brick-built CORNER HOUSE and SHOP, No.6, © 
Shaftesbury-terrace, Kew-road, Richmond. Let at 
the wa? yet of £55. Held for 77 years, at £12 can 
annim 
De okt built RESIDENCE, No. 116, Murray. 
thik Hoxton. Held for 54 years at £4 4s. per 
annum, and let to a vearly tenant at, per annum, £30, | 
Can be viewed by leave of tenants. Particulars of 
Mesers wis & Sons, 7, Wilmington-square. Clerk. 
enwell; and of the Auctioneer, 104, Great Russell- 
street, Bloomsb bury. 


Di a LaW LIFE ASSURANCE 
= CIETY, 18, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, Lom © 


W.C. 

NOTICE is Hereby Given, that, pursuant tothe © 

rovisions of the Deed of Settlement. the Annual 
General Meeting will be held at this Office on TUES+ 7 
DAY, the 20th day of Marca next. to receive the Re- 
port of the Directors; to elect three Directors and 7 
two Auditors in the room of those who retire by” 
rotation, and for other business. 
The chair will be taken at one o + oy precisely, 
By One of the Koard of Directo 

BERRIDGE, Actuary rend Secretary. 

March 2. A 


Tes WHITTINGTON LIFE) 
ASSURANCE COMPANY. 
58, MOORGATE STREET, LONDON, E.C. 


ground- WAL TE 








CHAIRMAN : 
Mr. AtpERMAN SAUNDERS, J.P. 

Total Gute Me? from commencement to 3Sist 
December. 1886. exceed FOUR HUNDRED 
THOUSAND POUNDS. 

Reversions, Loans with Life Assurance 

ALFRED T. BOWSER, Manager. 


MPERIAL FIRE INSURANCE COM-| 
PANY. 


Established 1 
1, Old Broad-street, E.C.. mala 2, Pall Mall, 8.W. 
Subscribed Capital, £1.200.000; Paid-np. £300,000, 
Total Inv ested Funds over £1,600,000 
E. COZENS’ SMITH, 
Gereral Manager. 


ORTHERN ASSURANCE COMPANY 
Established 1836. 
Lowpom: 1, Mesrqute-civedt, B a CG. 


Union 

INCOME & FUNDS. (1886) : — 

. eos £582,000 

198,000 

Interest... - 133,000 
Accumulated Funds £3, 297,000 
Lé* URION Js and LIFE ‘INSU. 

$5 OMPANY. 
THE YEAR 1854. 
The Louie, P- A “Office i in the United Kin 
h transacts both Fire and Life Insurance 








ABERDEEN, 


eee eee 





a. . 


ffice— 
216, CHANCERY St ANE. LONDON, W.C. 
The Funds in hand pat Capital Subscribed amount 
upwards of £1,900, nen sterlin, 4 
Cc AMES Cuppon, E of the Middle 
Temple, Barrister-at- Law. 
Deputy-Chairman—CHARLES PEMBERTON. Kea. ] 
($3 Pembertons), Solicitor, 44, Lincoln’s-inn-fiel : 
The Directors invite attention to the New Form 
Life Policy, which is free from all conditions, 3 
Policies of Insurance granted against the conti 
gency of Issue at moderate rates of Premium. 
The Company ADVANCES Money on Mortgage 
Life we and Reversions, whether absolute 


fe Com 
mpany also p archases Reversions. 
. CO ies of the Directors’ Report 
Pp 





MoGEDY, Actuary and Secretary. 
Society practice : in all 
mation may be — upon application to 





} 


A... Balance Sheet, and every information, 
post-free on oe on applica 
HE SOCIETY of ACCOUN NTANTS a 
Prob ge mr, Peeemporntel 1885.) The Fello 
parts 
= United Ott Kingdom, and are styled * Incorporate 
Accountants.” the Members and all infe 
@ecretary. By order of the Council, 
. y ES MARTIN, Secretary, 
Offices: 3, Newgate-street, London, E.O. 
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